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ABSTRACT 

The Conflict Tactics Scales (CTS) is the most widely 
used instrument for measuring the tactics used by members of a family 
ma conflict situation. It is intended to measure the extent to 
which family members use reasoning, verbal aggression, and physical 
aggression. Focus is on: (1) bringing together and evaluating 
criticisms of the CTS so that users can be informed of problems and 
limitations of the instrument; (2) describing revisions and 
supplementary questions that were introduced in the 1985 National 
Family Violence Resurvey to deal with some of the criticisms; and (3) 
presenting new data on the factor structure, reliability, and 
validity of the CTS based on the 1985 Resurvey and on data reported 
by several other investigators who have used the CTS. The most unique 
aspect of the CTS is the measurement of physical violence in the 
family (child and spouse abuse); the CTS has the most serious 
deficiencies in this area. Evidence of a stable factor structure, 
aioderate reliability, and concurrent validity; and strong evidence 
supporting construct validity suggest that the CTS is the best 
available instrument for measuring intra-family violence, (tjh) 
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USEEIS AND CRITICS OF THE CC»}FLICT TACTICS SCALES 

History Of ^h«> rrs 

The Conflict Tactics Scales (CTS) is the most widely used institunent for measuring the 
tactics used by members of a family in a conflict situaticn. It is intended to measure the 
extent to which family members use Reasoning, Verbal Aggression, and Physical Aggression. 
I.e. violence. ^ 

^^The most mique aspect of tho CTS is the measurement of physical violence in the 
fana^y. since the use of the CIS to measure physical abuse of children and spouses is also 
the most controversial aspect of the instrument, the bulk of this chapter will be devoted 
to that. Moreover, since even the terra violence is controversial in the sense that there 
IS no consensus scientific or public, on the definition, it is essential to begin with the 
definition which underlies the CTS. 6 w i me 

For purpose of the CTS and the research for which it was originally designed. Violence 
IS defined as an act carried out with the intention, or perceived intention, of causing 
physical pain or injury to another person.*! Violence as just defined is synonymous with 
the term physical aggression as used in social psychology (Bandura, 1973; Berkowitz, 1962) 
In addition, with the exception of violent acts which are permitted or required by law (for 
example, physical punishment by parents is permitted and executions are required in some 
circumstances) , violence as just defined is synonymous with the legal concept of assault . 

u ^^""^^ f?t^ reporting data on intra-family physical violence obtained by means of 

the CTS was published in 1973 (Straus, 1973). By October 1987 this instrument had been 
employed in more than a hundred papers and five books. It is also being used for 
assessment in clinical work. As might be expected, the largest nunfcer of publications (41) 
are by scholars associated with the Family Research Laboratory at the University of New 
Hampshire, where the instrument was developed. However, 36 empirical studies by other 
investigators have been located. There is also a substantial literature criticizing the 
crs, including at least nine books and articles which devote major sections to the CTS 
Feminists have been particularly critical of the instn^nt for allegedly understating 
victimization of women and overstating violence by women. *2 

Despite these long standing criticisms, the CTS continues to be the most widely used 
instrument for research on intra-family violence, including use by some feminist critics 
such as Okun (1986) who employ the CTS for want of a better alternative. Thus, for better 
or for worse, much of the "knowledge" generated by the large volume of research on "partner 
violence is based on (or critics would say, "biased by") use of the CTS. 

Objectives Of The Chapter 

In view of both the wide use and the wide criticism of the CTS it is important to have 
a comprehensive assessment of this instrument. Researchers need to know how to make the 
most effective use of the CTS, which is not always obvious; and they need to know the 
limitations of the data generated by the CTS.*^ To achieve this, the chapter: 

1. Brings together and evaluates criticisms of the CTS so that users are informed of 
problems and limitations of the instrument. Sc..ie of these criticisms will be shown to be 
correct and others are erroneous. 
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rj^HrlLi^^^'-i^^u supplementary questions which were introduced in thfe'l^SS 

National Family Violence Resurvey to deal with some of the criticisirr.. , 

NatlJ^l ^""^ °" structure, reliability and validity based on the 1985 

Appendix 2 is an extension of this chapter for readers whn iwp rrc ir. - 
jse^ or cUnicl purposes. It descrlbi and eval^t/ altrn^ti^f L^ods of Li^ 

i-napter j m 1979), and also presents comprehensive normative tables. 



Description of the CTS 



Readers of this chapter should first read the Chanter 3 «hiVh u • 

sunmary, a brief description of the CTS is given below. 

The CTS measures beha^/iors or tactics used in response to a conflict situation rp^hpr 

SSicflntTS" "'"t °^ "^""'"^^ risTto the^Tof Sie 

Sc^rVh . ' ^u^' '"^"^^^ °^ ^i"^? the CTS asks respondent to 

recall the times "in the past year" when they and their partner "disagree on .^i or 
decisions get annoyed about something the other person does, or just ha^ sSts or fS 
because they're in a bad book or tired or for some other reason." ^ ^ 

t,artnI^^.?"^^T'''°'? ^° "^'^ ^° ^° ^^^'^ ^ ^^^^ °f things that you and your 

partner might have done when you had a dispute and would like you to Sll me for t^h Zl 

r ""'J' Tu'^^' ^^Sins the iten?from t^^Rfa^on ^g 

"'"^ "^^'y-" °" ^° the items in the VerbS AgJ^ssion 

scale such as "Insulted or swore at the other." and ends with the Physical AgerSsion or 
"violence" items, such as "Threw something at the partner." rnysicai Aggression or 

the nrs^LtT.^l''^ T "^r^r^ '° replicated for arty family role -relationship. For 
T.J J^^ly Violence Survey (Straus. Gelles and Steinmetz. 1980) the CTS 

questions began with the tactics used by one randomly selected child in ciriicts wSh 

tie chfld . '^^r^' "^'^ ^« "^P°™i-t toward tTt chUd ^ 

tLt lt P^/"'' respondent toward his or her spouse, and by the spouse 

toward the respondent, for a total of five family role -relationships. Some odier studSs 

W T.^::^''''''''''^ °' -^^traus. 19°8t'andt:: 

There have been three versions of the CTS: Form A was developed in 1971-72 as a self 
administered questionnaire. It was administered to college students ^ described Sir 
vZ l °"«f-tion during the year they were high school seniors (sTraus! 1973 19^4) 

expar.ded the list of violent acts and was used for face-to-face int;rviews wi^ a 
nationally representative sample of American families in 1975-76. Form R is ISntlca? but 
adds choking ancx b.ming or scalding to the list of violent l^and tjes slid^tW 
different respor^e categories. it also adds questions to measure Sitiated Se 

violence and whether injuries which needed medical attention occurred. fTx^ R w^ used £r 
telephone interviews with a nationally representative sample in 1985 



CRITICISMS OF THE CTS 



Every method for obtaining data on the family has its limitations, and the CTS is no 
exception. Many of these limitations arise because, when designing ai^ instm^nt it Ts 
often necessary to choose between incompatible approaches . *5 F^^^xample boTopen end^d 



VB6.P.VB106.9December87. Page 4 



o 6 
ERIC 



^'L^r rTr'T °f ^Sories are valid under different circumstances and fo*- different 
purposes. It is therefore important to be aware of the explicit and in>plicit choices Sich 
underlie each instrument to be able to choose the one which is most ap^opriate f^r a £ven 
purpose Alten^tive procedures will be mentioned where possible. includS some Swlv 
developed med^ods of using the CIS items to construct measures of intra faMl^viornce ^ 



Restricted To Cnnfllr.t: PoiahoH vfni^rrp 



F2r!n_A. The statement explaining form A of the CTS (Straus. 1979 Annendi^e 1> ^o 
respondents begins: "Here is a list of things you might have done when y;utTa conflict 
aL4ssl?nTn t:hT. • " in^zroduction implies that only acts ':,f "instrTnt^r 

aggression (in this case, acts carried out as part of a conflict or disagreement) are 
appropriate responses to the questions. However, a great deal of family violencT^s w£t 
has been called "expressive" or "hostile" aggression (Gelles and Strausf 1979) These^e 
ag^essive acts in which the goal is to hurt the victim as an end in itskf . That is toe 
is no apparent reason for the violence except anger and hostility. Therefore to the'eSent 
^at respondents followed the literal instructions of Fom. A. ac^s of expres^i^^ a^ress on 
are not reported, producing an underestimate of the violence rate. 65 on 

There were two reasons for presenting the CTS items as responses to conflict and 
disagreement. First, the CTS also measures the use of reasoning L a tactic for c^alSf 
with intra-family conflicts. Consequently, an introduction putting the qStioS w^h n f 
conflict framework is essential. Second, the focus on conflicts Id disagreement wL one 
of several. methods built into the CIS to enhance its acceptability to respondents. ^Si^e 
SrfLsr?tTn f-ili- have conflicts and disagreements, this serves^s 

the first step m legitimizing response." (Straus. 1979:78-79). Of course, as in many 
Zl'^ ^ ciesign decisions, there is a price to be paid. In this case the price wLT 
possible loss of data on purely malevolent acts. 

gbrms N and R . Informal discussion with some respondents, however, revealed that the 
danger or missing purely expressive violence was not as great as might seem A number of 
e^S:??""! ''r^' instructions and reported act of e^^ressite viol^e f^r 

example: "I still can't figure out what was bothering him. He just walked in the door 
slammed me against the wall and kicked me and sat down to watch TV." ' 

^nlll .^y^.'J'^^^i^Tf^^Sation was done of the extent to which respondents reported 
violent incidents of this type in response to Form A because. „hen the CTS was revised to 
specif icalTv f [ T"^' ^Pt™^^ 2). the introductory statement was au^nted to 

specifically include expressive violence by adding the following: "...or just ha^ spats or 
fights because they're m a bad mood or tired or for some other reasons." Consequently 
diis criticism of the CTS applies mainly to data gathered with Form A. Nevertheless, tixe 
Form N and R introductory statement continues to emphasize beiiavior in response to a 
specific conflicts. The possibility therefore remains that the CTS underestiinate violence 
in the form of relatively pure acts of hostility and malevolence, but there is no evidence 
tnat It does so to a greater extent than alternative methods. 



Limited Set Of Violent Arts 

Predetermined Ust Restricts .nd T .--orts. The use of a fixed set of violent acts and 
a standard set of response categories a procedure which can force respondents into 

^"1^ ^'°"''fP''' "^^^^ ^° ^^^^ '^i^ki^S ^ lack personal meaning. 

Although this is always a possibility, it does not seem to be applicable to the CTS The 
acts in the CTS were selected on the basis of ay own qualitative interviews and suggestions 
by colleagues and students and all have been determined to be almost universally meaning'^l 
by in-depth interviews. Moreover, other investigators, including stridont critics of iiie 
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Table 1. Effect of Additional Severe Assaul ^ T^omo t r. 

Abuse and Spouse Abuse Rates Assault Items In Form R on Ch 



T,r„« c TT- -1 Rate per TOO 

Type of Violence ' „ ^- — 

N Form R* Increase 

Very Severe Violence Against Child 
Severe Violence Against Child 

Any Husband -to "Wife Violence 
Severe Husband- to-Wife Violence 

Any Wife -to -Husband Violence 
Severe Wife- to -Husband Violence 

Any Violence Between the Couple 
Severe Violence Between the Couple 

■chocked.. U added to the luff',: ^o^pL ilolSe"""'"' 



2.1 


2.3 


9.5% 


10.8 


11.0 


1.9% 


11.6 


11.6 


0.0 


3.2 


3.4 


6.3% 


12.4 


12.4 


0.0 


4.6 


4.8 


4.3% 


16.0 


16.1 


0.6% 


6.0 


6.3 
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qK^such as Dobash and Dobash (1984:274). have produced an alnost idanr.ical set of violent 

fn P^r^etermined questions are so broadly meaningful is that they refer 

SZ?i ft ' "^"^ '° ^"i'^des. or beliefs. In the case o^ert acts 

niS«^ it niay also be linportant to determine the subjective meaning of the acts S; 
Ss^d^'ST "^""'"^y ^ ^heck list S acts such as Ae 

r. suits in a higher incidence of violence than open ended questions (Smith, 1987). 

f.n.il^^'^T-^Hr^-u^f^ must be hundreds of ways to be physically violent to arother 

SSI^Ttr;H ' '""^^ °^ ^ ""'^'^ °" nine questions. list?S a 

total of 1^ violent acts. For exanple. pushing a spouse down the stairs is a hiSly 
dangerous act which is not included in the CTS. 

There were several reasons for restricting the CTS to a relatively few acts of 
/ T <ie^eloped for use in survey research. The length of survey 

S llSrH ^ ' : ' ^""S" proportion of the interview time must be^ed 

to gather data on variables to which the violence measure will be related, such as data on 
tlZ ll tTtV^ consequences of family violence. (2) The number of violence items had 

scaSs ?3f i'lrtv 'r^K^' "^M ^''"^ ""f^'' Reasoning and Verbal Aggression 

scales. (3) The study for which form N was developed replicated the list of items S obtain 
data on violence m each of the following five role relationships: child-to-child 
parent-to-child. child- to- parent, husband- to -wife, and wife-to-husband. ' That^s alo^fi 
patience ' "^^'^ "'^ believed to be the limit of many respondent's 

The Specific Tt-en,s . There might also be objections to the specific items included in 

Snl ; r °^ CTS were selected from a larger 

pool of items sv^ested by my own qualitative interviews and by colleagues and students 
The final selection was partly based on the objective of creating a meaSTre that c^S be 
used to compare d.e amount of violence in each of the five role relationships listed above 
This requires using a list of violent acts that is sufficiently general to be appropriate 
for each of the five role relationships. Thus, placing someone on a hot radiator aSS 
relevant for measuring child abuse, was not felt to be appropriate to measure v olenceln 
the other role relationships. -n^e constraints discussed in this and the precediS 
paragraph are also the reason why several violent behaviors are included in two of the CTS 

tZ f . separately, equivalence is still problematic. Kicking a man in 

the shins is not equivalent to kicking in the groin, and not the equivalent of kicking a 
pregnant woman in th.e abdomen. This level of specificity is rarelj possible in ™ 
research and is one of many reasons why in-depth qualitative research is needed. 

The 13 violent acts i.i Form N were assumed to be a sample of all possible violent 
acts. It was further assumed that even though many specific acts are not included in the 
CTS. someone who engaged in an act which is not among the 13 is likely have committed one 
or more of the acts which are in the CTS. While this may be generally true, there are 
enougj exceptions to warrant increasing the list of violent acts to the extent that is 
IZltZ f°"^"^ints of a specific study (e.g.. available interview time and 

respondent tolerance)^ We did this to a limited extent in the 1985 National Family 
Violence Resurvey. The revision (Form R) consisted of adding "choked" to the list of 
violent acts for spouses, and "burned or scalded" to the list for violence by parents 
Table 1 shows that the additional items resulted in increased rates. The increase is 
minimal or zero for the "any" violence measures because two thirds of the violent acts are 
in the minor violence category and one additional type of severe assault is only a small 
proportion of the total. However, the one additional severe violence item increases the 
rate of severe assaults by four to nine percent. 



(Table 1 about here) 
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»ith victtar;;^ " _ ...r: ""'r" ," l"««lgated qualitative in-depth interviews 
shows that the CTWtS^ are^w; "^^J/^^^" published qualitative studies 
begixn^ing of thisTectioT eS st^y' al^f SnS'^'o iTntiT' .'"'^"n '""^^^^^^ 
not in the CIS list. For exan^^le^Doba^r ^ tbash 1^9^^^ "^'"^ ^'^^ 

"stand on" in addition to thH^ts indued ^ftS S '° ""^ 



Threats Are Counted As Violpnro 
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throw'7rtli'5' 'is t^L^JZe'^'T^''^^'^' ''^^ "^-^-^^ hit or 

contrary (see Chapter 3) ^e rfSat /t.1 7c I /^u^ "^l '"""S instructions to the 
delibeStely placed riL bef^e the °^ the verbal aggression scale. It was 

pretesting showed tSat if Linir. 1 1 °^ physical aggression items because 

gives res^ponS^ts XpoS^ S'^fSrdefcr^^^ '^'^ 

clear the distinction betwet^3;re:ts Sd ^ert act-^^ ^^d in^ u^"' "^''^ """^^ ""^^ 
precisely because it ^oT^'^^^^^^^^^^ 
Self -Reports Are Tnarrnrate Usln^ A O ne Year Ppr^nH 

minimize the distortions by^e^S Se vioW.°f^ ^'^"^^^ 

legitimacy to respondents (see StS S C mT ""^^"g 

interview and mail surveys usii tS^??s is 1;^^^.%^ ?^ participation for both 

uiveys using cne CTS is indirect evidence that this is effective. 

irrespective of ^^' i,a Sron-jT , X ' K T'^^^ '^"=''1'^' '*>=»'"'=1. 

(StraL, 1979: 83™ '^^=I">"*nt 1= th« husbarKl, the »lte, or a college age chili 

inclilng whSr th^^h^exaSSltrdVtS 1^"' ""^ i'>=S™»nt, 

=r ?i;tir£^^S"?S^ ~ "^.^=-;ut°L=xrit°s 

hi^ a= they are - probahly ^re^tiT V^^^e rfi'hfl^'L^LSbirSr .""^ - 

than Srprotce^Jty'^Se"? iVclTf "^T' ^""^^ l"^- 

underestl^tlon Is a LILtl^n of <4 ZJ'* f^'" "-"A^''-^-. 

imitation of the CIS uhen the purpose is to determine the extent of 
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lihe problem for purposes of planning prevention and treatment programs. On the other hand 
^en the CTS is ..sed to test theoretical propositions conceming^auses Tr coLe^nc^ of 
violence, under- reporting will not affect these relationships provided the deg^^e S ^er 
reporting is not confounded with the independent variable. ^ 

occur^ffS;?^' T f ^ t° i^dice^te whether any of the violent act. 

reS5 ^i^nr^lJ "^.^ '"'^7 ^ P«^i°d for accurate 

nSi.;^nn P^°^^^" " particularly acute -for the items in the Reasoning and Verbal 

SoS of ^^ ""'"f °' P^^"'" ^""^^'^ =hi?dren such as 

slapping Some of these occur so often that parents would have to keep a diary to provMe 

16r^'inf °" relatively ra^e -a Ste of a^out 

fli ^ ^^^"^ "^^^ ^ highly skewed distribution that a large 

sample is necessary to secure enough cases of violence to be statistically reliable if a 

fewe?' 'nfr"'//l distribution would be even more skewed' (since 

M ^ P"^^"'^^- ^t "°"ld require an evan larger 

sanple. Moreover, even with a large sample, the skewed distribution limits statistical 

5'Jrw7fff"i;"l'f "PP^'f • ^°-«^-tly. investigations of marital violence are fac'i 
Is e:iclftS 'tf • K ' °"f ^'"^ P^"'"'^ ^« ---ii error problem 

Str^pTv f "=^ii errors will be less, but an 

extremely large sample size would be needed, and the resulting data would be extremely 
skewed. It might be 1% versus 99% distribution if a one month referent period is Sedr ^ 

A one year referent period „as chosen for the CTS because that seemed to be the lesser 
SJ^^ ^Jif ^"^l discussed. However, if the research is concerned with violence 
^^^^n = m T^°^'"'f P^^""'" '° ^h^''^^""' ^ shorter referent period might be a 

^" ^^"^ °=="^s with such frequency that neither a 

prohibitively large sample, nor an impossibly skewed distribution would result for a three 
or six month, or perhaps even a one month, referent period. 

gquates Acts That Diff er Greatly Tn Seriou-snes^^ 

.J.nnlt "".f^ '""T '^^^ "^"^ relatively minor acts, such as pushing and 

slapping, and end with assaults using a knife or gun. The desirability of distinguishine 

^JoMr" ^'o^o°?,7^u^""" i^ mentioned in the original a^le on 

Srelr^ S'""' 1 '''^''^ iinportance of doing so is not given adequate attention 

Moreover, the only normative data presented in that article are based on a simple sum 
Consequently, two slaps are counted the same as two knife attacks. This omission is partly 
rectified m a book on the first National Family Violence Survey (Straus. Gelles and 
Steinmetz. 1980). Throughout that book, separate rates are given for "severe violencr- 
However, even the Severe Violence index may not be satisfactory because it also includes 
acts that differ greatly in their seriousness. Consequently a later section of this 
chapter describes three other methods for taking into account differences in the severity 
of the violence items. 
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Context Is Ignored 

One of the most frequent criticisms of the CTS is that it counts acts of violence in 
isolation from the circumstances under which those acts occur. Who initiates the violence 
the relative size and strength of the persons involved, and the nature of their 
relationship affect the meaning and consequences of the act. Hitting someone with a stove 
poker in self defense is different than the same physical act as an unprovoked assault. A 
punch by a 120 pound woman will, on the average, have different consequences than a punch 
by a 175 pound man. 

These criticisms are based on a misunderstanding (or disagreement with) the approach 
to research design which underlies the CTS. Iliat approach assumes that "context" is 
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SJ°.S^.-^LS^tr.l- ^^^^^^ * "-^^^ 

Why Context Should Assesspri Spna>-a^^^y Tv-re are at cpv^voI ^ 

ion, isi^sriiti^r^t;^^^^^^^^^ - ^-^^^y 

those using it to a particular method of measuring a context variable . It pemSt^ Sers to 

certaII;^reiaSfn^?n ^T^^^l ""^^^^ ^« variables assumes a 

certain relationship, rathor than allowing the extent to which there is such a ralA^^nn!h^^ 
to be tne subject of empirical investigation. For example, if i^W impart of ^TctI 
violence measure, it precludes investigating ' the extTt to which d^e assaSts th^t Tre 
measured by the present version of the CTS result in injuries Althoih tlTf?; I 

Methods Of Cnrrh^nin^ <" ontext Mpfl.;iu:es With ThP r rc! Althe^uph rii^ rrc ^oHK^v ^ i . 

£ra specif ic sS^ 0^1^^^^ °" ""'T^ ^""'^'^^ "^^^^"^-^ °^ variables 'are neeSd 
Eor a specltlc study or clinical purpose. Almost any context issue can be investi^atrd hv 

ttolltZlt^TtJ^if r''' T inf°--t:i7on the circu^,Sces s:S:SSng t^e 

Ztt JT \^ ' ^° investigate the extent to which alcohol is 

i"I^ iSt If ™2.d" ' ^ ^^^Sned to go bact over each c^^ 

u rf \ • reported as occurring and ask if the respondent and his or her partner hid 
been d^lnknig at the time, how much they had drunk, etc. The same pritiiple cl. befool S 



1 '>ne. 



'.J If f?"v^ "^"^'"^"^ ""'^ "^^^"2 ^'^'ca Is the amount of 

V, . a responoent reported ten violent incidents during the 

'^Siabl. in ^^r^irnr T ""'^ ^""^ '° ^^'^ ^hls exceed! Z 

available in erview time, an alternative method is to ask the context questions in relation 

TesX^°:: t:-'%°:i:^:T%:' ^^^^^ ^^^^^^ °^ ^^^^^ ^h^rtrre^o?^;": 

£i^^ a? a^f^S^t ^vi^xlr).""^- ^ ^^^^ - - "i-- - ™ on 
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Ignores Vho Initiates Violence And Injuries 

Some feminist critics of the CIS have been outraged by the revelation that ui>hin 
family women have approximately the same rate of phyficaWssaurt'gSL? pt^Lrs L me^^' 

1 n . ^^"^^^^ f"™ least a dozen ^tudie^ (see 

1988 for a partial review). They attempt to reconcile 2»eir denial of 
female violence., with the empirical data by attacking the integrity of the iLtr^ent a^d 

^iXiz\X::v° °' ^'^'"^ Of 'the^rtn::: 

°^ ^^^'^ °" ^ °f the "context" issue: that the CIS 

fails to take into account who initiated violence between a couple and that it does not 

c^'ticTof'L'S'se'e^mt'^' ^^^^^ by ^eir parSfers JSnS 

cr tics of the CrS seem to assume that domestic violence and injury are aLnost synonymous 

S thrJ?s'"Mi''-°" ''""t ^J"^' ^ ^^^^ ^^^^ ari^vered up by tS dS^ 
of the CTS My view is exactly the opposite: that if the measurement of 3^e acts were S 
be combined ^th the assijmed context, makes it impossible to prove or disprovinrSose 
assu^tions. Both of these important context variables will be used to iuSte t^^ 
unportance of measuring context variables separately. 

107, ^"loyy";!) °^ VTolpnrp . Analyses of the 1972 and 1975 studies using the CIS (Straus. 
sSie bl SteiSr.'a%7r ^'^'T''' ^^^O) and an independent st^dy of a Delawar; 
sample by Steinmetz (1977) revealed the surprisingly high rate of wife -to -partner violence, 
which has since been confirmed by many studies (Straus and Gelles. 1988). Straus (1980) 
attempted to determine how much of this was self-defense from assaults initiated by men 

Sout^lTSe °^ "^"'^ °- °^ -i°^-t incident? in 

Jout half the cases both partners engaged in assaultive behavior; in about one quartet of 
the cases the husband conmitted the only violent acts, and that in about one quarL of t^e 
cases the wife committed the only violent acts. These findings suggested by a minimi of 
one quarter of all marital violence is initiated by wives. ^ ^ ^ ^ minimum or 

askin?!hn^M^?Tl ^"^^^ ^'"^"y approached this issue more' directly by 

S° initiated the most recent occurrence of the most severe of the assaultive acts 
m the CTS Accordir^ to the husbands, they .c;truck the first blow in 44% of the cases the 
wives hit first in 45% of the cases, and the husband could not remember or Ssent^Jie it 
in the remaining 11% of cases. According to the wives, husbands struck the first blow in 
53% of the cases, wives in 42% of the cases, and the remaining 5%" of wives could not 
disentangle who hit first. n.e.se findings show that violence by Ives cannTbe ditissed 

Z Z^-""^ lY"" ? or in retaliation, and certainly provide no basis 

for the implication that the CTS overstates violence by women. 

Inta. Feminist critics of the CTS argue that it overstates the violence of women and 
underestimates the degree to which women are victimized by assaults on the pit T^Sr 
partners by measuring violence as assaultive acts rather than by injuries. Child welfare 
groups have also criticized the CTS for measuring child abuse ^by assaultive acts on Se 
l^r°.Ln \ "^^^"S^"^ °" ^"^"^ ^ ^il'^ i^ i"j"^«^- Since injury is extremely 
^ilZ U^. ""^"^ °" ^""^ '^"^'^ ^"J"^^^^^ The 'mS reasons ar^ 

Consistent With I^gal Usage . The first reason for basing he use of acts rather 
than injuries is consistent with the legal definition of assault, which uses 
acts rather than on injuries as the criterion. As Marcus (1983) puts it- 
Physical contact is not an element of the crime...;" or as the Uniform Crime 
Reports puts it: "Attenpts are included [in the tabulation of aggravated 
assault] because it is not necessary that an injury result..." (U.S. Department 
ot Justice. FBI. 1985:21). However, many (or most) family violence researchers 
believe that the legal criterion is injury. 
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lll^. '^f rZ I .T^l V"^"^ - ^ """^ °^ing acts the primary. 

TnSr,-. /"?"^'?^^ "^^ connection beLen assaultsTd 

in S or wn/r ^^""'"^ ^^^PP-'^ his wife may serfousJy 

i K L a, ^ ^^"^ ^^^^^ hits her head on a protruding object- and a 

husband «ho intends to kill and goes after his wife widi a kniS will In^st 
IZTr^- '° r^^'^ objective, -mis is the basic reason Z thl 

legal definition of assault is based on the act carried out raSier t^a^ 
whether an injury was produced. racner cnan 

S^Ses"Tedl't'C - "''"^ "^^S^' "hile having certain 

advantages, need not be a deciding factor. There have to bo additional reasons 
for focussing on acts, despite the great in>portance of injuries. One of the^ 
additional reasons can best be sunmarized as a nK)ral or humane values 
. should not be necessary for a spouse or 

child to be injured to classify behavior as abusive. From d.e perspective of 

Z:iiTi:^:^Tc^'''^''^ ^ -^-^ - ^ ^^^^ --g. even 



Ignores Psychol o f^iral Ir^V^r ^ r. Another reason for using acts to measure of child 
abuse and spouse abuse is that some of the most serious injuries are likeS to 
WluS 1 "^'"'"'^ '^^'^y °hserved. For children dTis c^ 

1988^.^^"/ "'"''ui ^SS^^^f^r"""' ^ delinquency (Hotaling and Straus, 
^d Str^S 1988r' helplessness." depression, and sJcide (Gelled 

and Straus 1988). In a typical investigation, it is possible to include 
in^SSbi;' °' psychological injuries, thus " W 

p^yll? L^e '"^ °' psychological injury resulting from 

Provides A More Realistic. Meastire of th. Prnh1»^ Another reason for the use 

ZToT^TlTil''^ "^^""^ °^ intra-family violence grows 

?niu^.^^.^ H Jf assaults, even severe assaults, do sot result fn an 
injury which needs medical attention. In the case of physical ch^W abuse for 
example, more than 95% of the cases are children ^o"^ are being seSoufjJ 

iS^ M ^T""; ^^^^ ^" ^he case of battered spouses, the 

1985 National family Violence Resurvey found that there were no inLies 

9?STthT'"' '"T"" °' °f -i-- Violence inTin 

i5 ^ ''^^^^ involving a severe assault. Thus statistics based on injury 
would underestimate the extent of spouse assault by a huge amount.*6 ^ 

2LTLiT'?'h-ir ^^^l '° P^^'^"^^ °^ children, and even more to 

Se^iiS h • "^T inherently wrong, regardless of whether 

S^n^ physically or psychologically injured. Many children are kicked or 

^^^^^^ ^ '^"^ ^^^^ ^^^^^^ hut only a small 

mSfnS ^^ 11 ^ concussion or other injury serious enough to require 

medical attention. Consequently, if a medically treatable inj^ were to be 

ZerestLZ'T f '^'^^^^ °' child'Tuse wou^d be 

underestimated almost as much by the CTS as by the official statistics. 

More Useful For Planninp Prevention Pro rr.m-. Attempts to measure intra-family 
violence on the basis of injurier.. either physical or psychological, will 
produce statistics indicating a vastly lower rate of violence th!n actuSly 
occurs. This is not merely a matter of record keeping. It denies to those who 
Srtit? . S?"T"' P^'^'^y ' "^"^^^^ assessment of the extent of 

preveSic'n ^^^^ planning and implementing programs of primaty 
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Despite these arguments, for certain purposes, such as estimating the need for 
emergency medical services by abused children or wives, data on injuries is the most 
appropriate measure. In addition, it is important to recognize that the use of assaultive 
acts rather than injuries as the criterion for measuring violence poses a serious problem 
for conminication of research results with the general public. The public tends to think 
of child abuse and wife-beating phenomena as indicating an injured child or spouse 
Researchers who use the CTS with a view to providing information relevant for public policy 
formation need to keep this problem mind to avoid serious misunderstandings. 

"Minor" Versus "Severe" Categories Distort lender Differencps 

The physical violence items in the CTS are classified into two levels of severity- 
minor violence" (items K, L, and M, which includes: pushed, grabbed, shoved, slapped, and 
threw things at the other person), and "severe violence" (item N on, which include kicked, 
bit punched, hit with an object, beat up, choked, threatened with a knife or gun, used a 
knife or gun). The distinction between the two levels of violence is based on the 
assumption that the items in the severe violence category are more likely to cause an 
injury which requires medical treatment. 

The original purpose of this distinction was to permit an estimate of the extent of 
child abuse" and "wife -beating" in the United States, and to identify such cases for 
further analysis. The need for this distinction is clearest in the case of child abuse 
The criterion for child abuse is not simply hitting a child; rather it requires a level of 
assault which does or is likely to physically injure the child, and this is what the severe 
violence items are intended to represent. 

In case of violence between spouses, the conmon law right of husbands to 

physically chastise an errant wife" (Calvert, 1974; Straus, 1976) no longer exists, but 
(at least at the time the CTS was developed) the public, in effect, still made that 
distinction. "Only" slapping or shoving a wife- is not "wife -beating" as most people see it 
Consequently, the distinction between the minor violence and the severe violence items is 
also useful m identifying cases which approximate the concept of wife -beating This 
enables the incidence rate for wife-beating to be estimated, and also permits a researcher 
to distinguish between spouses who are victims of minor violence versus those who have been 
more severely assaulted. 

Although the distinction between minor violence and severe violence is important and 
probably necessary, there are two related problems, both of which grow out of the fact that 
men, on average, are three inches taller than women, weigh 28 pounds more, and have better 
aeveiopea muscles. 

Understates Male Violence . The basic problem is that o slap or a punch by a 190 pound 
man is likely to be much more severe than a slap or a punch by a 125 pound woman, yet the 
CTS counts them as though they were the same. Moreover, being repeatedly slapped is 
highly abusive and dangerous, but the standard scoring of the CIS counts that as minor 
violence . 

In principle it is possible to score the CTS in ways which correct the 
underestimation of male violence. To correct for differences in the height and weight of 
each spouse, this information can be obtained, and the ratio of the height and weight of 
each spouse to the other spouse can be used to weight the CTS scores. The score could be 
increased by the percent to which the height and weight of the respondent exceeded that of 
his or her spouse. 

To correct for repeated slapping, a respondent who exceeds a certain level could be 
classified as having engaged in severe violence, even though he or she may not have 
coimiitted one^of the acts in the severe violence list. This procedure used by Hotaling and 
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Straus (1988) to produce an improved measure of child abuse Th.. r«c„^^o ^t, -. " • 



In ny opinion, the real meaning of this criticism is that the "context" (i e hpin. 

?o tS ex'U°"Sr °' ^^'^'^^ ^'^^ J-^if-^ ^= use of these act byw^en' 

To the extent that women use acts of severe violence in self-defense, that is corre^r 
the extent that women are retaliating, the self-defense justification isTot presen" 

Does No t Measure Process And Sequence 

were ^tri^Iw ^^""^^^^ ^".^^"^'^ ^° ^^^^ the extent to which each of the three tactics 
were used during a given time period, such as the preceding year or month ^d thSef^r^ 

Sed to ^in^LSLtr nrocell. ' ' ""^^ ^^^^ the CIS can be 

S^We/'^^e'rtS dTs^T a^nis" ^ 

quarters, or years and then ^e'Tt^a ^^1' :f ZT'J^,,'^^^^^ 

supplement the standard CIS items with questions on L seJSnce of eJ^nts For e^le 

T^o rt't^'cotcive 'ar^Tt" sequenc:T:;entrw^Srit 
^fnl.?^ r ^'^^ «hich was reported to have occurred and to provide further 

information about the nature of the conflict and how it was ultimately resolved 

Does Not Identifv A Clinin a llv Meaninp fi. ! Populatim 

The findings of research based on administration of Mip rT<; ■, ^ 

c niS^a^onsTr^^ Z^Zo^^S^J;^^ rLS^- ai^e 
different than women who are classified as being abuse victims on basTs^S JeS^^ 
having been victims of one or more of the "severe violence" acti in the CTS A sS 
problem occurs with coinnunity epidemiological surveys of alcoholism L men^l illnesT L 
in the case of assaulted women, the population classified as "alcoholic" or^deprSse^^^^ Ts 
much greater than the population being treated for these problems. Moreover S'SS also 

persoi'?n' treaS't' f ^« --^1 and psychological cha^ac^er^cs f 

persons m treatment for alcoholism and depression are auite d^fFprpn^ ^>,o^ X 

surveys (Room. 1980) . This might explain the discrepancy between the high rate of violence 
in random sample studies, and the low rate o'f such violence'ln shel4"S^^^^^^ 



Even if shelter clients are not qualitatively different, the average amount of 

'''''' greater'^than the eieriencTorwifrbTatinf 

Lsa^ts Sierield^v^ "^.'"^ ^'^^^^^ -an ™ier of 

assaults experienced by female victims of spouse -assault in the 1985 National Familv 
Violence Research was "only" 5 5 comnared to 9999 fr.r- -i,^ u it ^^'^^ taraiiy 
Giles-Sims n9879^ ^r- ^° 29?? for the shelter clients studied by 

Spe^eJSr a987 hi I ^^^^^^^^.^ ^li^"^^ studied by Okun (19??). Moreover, as 
Oppenheimer (1987) has recently shown, it is difficult to select a directly compark^le 
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usine^i^f?/^n"T'•''^^'^ questions about the applicability of survey findings 

using die CTS to clinical populations, and about the reasons why so few cases which are 

''''''''''' Perhapf'L Tncidfnce'rS 
S . ^ r °^ violence is extremely low. and therefore too few such cases are 

eS^fl h'T "iV '"^'^ ^ A n»re plausible explanatio^isTat Se 

extremely high violence cases are under- represented because they arfamore transient S^d 
lower income population and therefore more difficult to contact; or because they make up a 
FiSn?" t°T 1°' ?^ ^'^^'"'^ respondents who refused to be int^^ewed 

Ih^ II' JJc "^^^^ problems associated with community surveys, not 

Se r^5\f^1^- '"f '''' ^^^""^ °" i^^"^ -"^^ the application of 

the CTS to clxnical samples, as in the research of Giles-Sims (19??) and Okun (19??). 



THE CTS AS A MEASURE OF CHILD ABUSE 

V.n^i'^^ measure of physical child abuse has made possible some important advances in 
knowledge of the incidence of child abuse (Gelles. 1978. Straus. 1983; Chapter 7 of this 
?986 ' ""ff factors associated with child abuse (Straus. 1979; Straus and iJaufinan Kantor. 
1986). effects of physical abuse on the child the child (Hotaling and Straus 1988) and 
change over time in incidence rates (see Chapter 4). Nevertheless, the CTS has been used 
iTrlil 7 to study violence by parents than it has been to study violence by soouses. 
This section describes the indexes which have been developed to measure parental violence 

^sTL^Z^Z^ -^-^^ 

The CTS Physical Pu nishment and Physical Ahii^P Trvlov»c 

The Overall Violence Index (sum of CTS items K to S in Form R ard items K to R if form 
N) IS not vety useful .as a measure of parent-to-child violence because in combines 

ZZT^^ °' T'^"^^ and spanking) with acts which a^ not 

permissible and highly dangerous (kicking, burning, attacks with weapons, etc.) To deal 
with this problem, four indexes have been developed, and are described in the next 

The Minor Violence Index A s A Me asu re of Hivsical P■Tm•^Wn^ The Minor Violence index 
cosines items K. L. and M of Forms N and R (threw things at the child. T^hed ^2^^^^^ 

How'f; i'i^?- be used as a mea.^e of "physical puSshment." 

However, ambiguity of the concept of physical punishment needs to be kept In mind. The 
SatTe^d ^ -cognized criteria for physical punishment, nor even a requirement 

that the child not be physically injured (see supreme court case???), in addition as is 
generally the case with the CTS violence items, we do not know the intensity of each' of the 
ZZ\ ^"^^f'^lf' slipping can range from something that causes only a minute amount of 
lr.nl ^^^J causes a hemotoba. and the object thrown can range from a pillow to a 

Zt\r. X t ^ / much longer instrument than the CTS to deal with these problems. 
S shortcomings, the research reported in chapters 6. 7 and 20 shows the utility 

ot the CTS as a measure of physical punishment. 

A. S^T^T-^^' ^""f '5^''''^^ scientific perspective it would be preferable to avoid 
stien^i^i. fr M ^^""^ ^ administrative term as much or more than a 

^nnf^c- K the concept of "abuse" is a source of considerable difficulty and 

confusion because it covers many types of maltreatment in addition to acts of physical 
^olence. and because there is no consensus on the severity of violence required for an act 
to be considered "abuse." Despite this, "abuse" will be used for two reasons First it 
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is less awkward than terms such as "Verv Severe Vinlpncp Tt^^^. u a ^ 
widely used ter» that avoiding it create'J c^^^i^la^T^S^^l^es'''''''^' " '''''' ' 

admin^JtSTraftice'' I^LlT'^'T t""' "''"^''''^ ' ^"^^ °f -"-1 and 
objeS sSS 2 stiTLir^^H\°r Z]^''''^^ " °' '^'""^ ^ ^^ild with an 

infnr™=l \r ^ * - ' ^ "abuse" according to either the le^l or 

informal norms of American society, although it is in St^^H^n eicner tne iegai or 

violence because kicHncr v> ^» J-"Jury. mus, Ricking is classified as severe 

^thins is usually . t«dltIc™u/?luoi^ .^J^.f /l"^^" 

Als is a,a reason was fitted ft™ the Very s'evere JX^LL Sf 

Z-^etriS-rie^Sp^ernK^^^^^^^ ^.e^rl'SfS; 

rt2:K*aS:s'r°*S"« rr^^ indicates b, 'a Xt^rs™. ^ei^; t 

tSLL Sa^^^IcH ^^^^ 'y"^ .ulaplyi^ the >«lght for each item by Ae 

^Zi^ Ll 7 point for a level of violence that shoJld be cotiired Is 

abusive. There is an obvious need for research on this issue. 

Under-Utilizat^on of The rrs Tn ruii^ ^^^.. ^e Research 

the Sol^'e!?L'''""'' possibilities made possible by the four indexes described in 
the previous section, researchers who are not associated with the Family Research 

SS?ft7n tL^'thev'r"'*^ °/ "^^^ ^ cmd\-^Tlt 

less often than they have used it to measure spouse abuse. Specifically while more ri^n 
40 other investigators have used the CIS to measure assaults against part^^ in a Sti^ 
S^ai iT'."^"^!'"' relationship, oxdy seven studies not conne'^teT to the 
Research I^oratory have used the CTTS as a measure of child abuse (see Chapter, Tablel^^ ^ 
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S^aleffarrwot^n'^f ^""'1^ fewstudies of child abuse have used the Conflict Tactics 
bcaies fall into two categories. One category consists of problems associated with tH 
sSSdTv'^alr^f" 1 child abusVand spouse abus'o. e2 o" ^^h ten^'tt 

studied by a different group of researchers who are not familiar with research on Sier 
S?l ^ '"^'1^ "'u'^""' (flnkelhor. 1983). ihsse will be called 'fr^titutiol^J 
i^edin^nts " T^xe other category consists of shortcomings of the CIS as a n^^is^f 
measuring physical abuse of children. ^ 



Institut ional Impediments 



„^ J" P^f^^fentiated Cotiminf cation Channels . The 1979 article which has served as H.e 
"test manual" for this instrument, although it describes the method of computinTa n^asSe 
of child abuse, devotes more attention to use of the CIS in studying mariSl Wen^ Sr 
example, the sample page giving the CIS items gives the wording Sed^when thes^SSs refer 

Z a iouSil 11" -"^u '° "^''T ^" ^'^i^i-' -^"1- was published 

ma journal which is by researchers interested in marriage and the family, rather than in 

sourc es '^t'^^^l^^'" Available Investigators concerned with child abuse had alterative 
sources of data, the cases reported to Child Protective Services in each of the states 

Zll.n%^^'°Z ^^"^ Association For Frotecling 

^^r- L "^u ^°-c^ll«d "National Incidence Study" of child abuse (NatioSl 

alternatives because each counted cases known to child welfare professioiils and mav 
therefore have been regarded as "real cases. "*9 ei,i,i.onais ana m«y 

3. Measures Acts Rather Then Injuries. Child Protective Services and other social 
welfare workers tend to emphasize injuries as the criterion for abuse ?S relati'S 
between acts and injury based measures, and the importance of using a measure based on acts 
(such as the discussion in this chapter) is not pl?t of the originfl a""S on Se CTS 

4. Requires A IVrision About What Con.s^i t : utes Child Ah„sp The CIS acts range from 
2^'"? ""^T""^ with weapons. It therefore forces the user to draw Turfet^een 
noS P^^^"^,^^ -buse. which is difficult and will be criticized at no mttertSt 
point tiie line is drawn. This problem is avoided (because it is left to case workerHo 

hittSg is ab^e °" ^^'"""^ " t:hat any 

Shortcomings Of The CTS For Measuring Child Ahn.;^ 

parenS'aS'STir 7'''°" ^^'^ned to measure violence between 

parents and their teen age children and violence between the parents as reported by the 

Sd^^n t t "^'^ - '^^y "hich wafconfined to 

tll^ . ^^y'^'^^ ^^"^^ °f children occurs at least as often 

^ 1587) and the CIS has LBportS? 

shortcomings a measure of physical abuse for child this young, including the foUo^: 

1. Reasorunp Items Not Approp riate. The versions of the CTS developed to date begin 
with Items that are not considered appropriate for infants and one-year-ofi; specifically 
the items in the Reasoning scale, such as "Discussed the problem calmly" P^""caiiy. 

.^■.„.. u;. ^"^ ^ ^^^^ "^'^ Dangerous Fnr A s ix Month Old ChilH 

Spanking or shoving a child of six is appropriately labeled as minor violence, but can be 
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life threatening for an infant. The present procedures for classifvine an k 
and scoring the child abuse scale do not take that into account ^ ^ 

3, A Different Ust Of Acts is Weeded Fnr Tr.fan ^g And Todri1f^r<; <:«m^ ^ 

end may be redundant, for example threateS^^-^ff ith ^ 
the other hand, acts which are extreme^ daTero^ J? S^a^fs s^^h ?• °' °" 

part of the CIS list of violent acts. infants, such as shaking, are not 

4. Age- S pecific Worms Lackin g The tahlp nf n^r™^ r, .vt u j 

article on the ^ "^"^ published as part of the 1979 

used less offn to n^asure child abuse 'th-^ other i^ts„£^M'a-?i^^wf 

sssit^ . "«e*4^ri^t^"ir /^?stTteri?St"£ 

do tho same Fnr "^oe a j-^rst step in that direction and encourage others to 

Sevttir of Sarz:\;i^Tjr^s^'t^^i'' "^^"^^ - 

referent rhilH «oc =,r, • ^ / ^ dropped the reasoning items when the 

Spltiatttterrch'-s^u-^ ;x^:sif L ^szr- ^"-J^rz \ 

version if the child is another age T^ is Ts^^l .nH n ^"'^^"^ 
research. , anocner age. iftis Is a standard and well proven practice in survey 

ALTEKNATIVE MEASURES OF INm-FAMILY VIOLENCE 
Although the evidence to be presented below shows that the rT<; ic ui 

Single Ouesclons shn rt Forma Jnd Modiftnartnnc 

Different studies have added and subtracted Items and the result. „.», ^„ i, 
consistent vlth the results from use of the CIS IlWrativrof ?h, 
Sca^oni (1978) ^ asked a sample of 321 woJn •.„»„ o'fS ^Thi/ r^a? tfuS^ ^r: 

^ ».Li7vtiei: r^r^Ti^hX h7S 

s^rus^t srsta r::s;ai".t^:nr°^- -^-"-^^ si^le^tu::s^ 

been l^rt^^ oT: ;t?ttSrre1.ot Tstr^ ^-^^sTr/r"" " 

(Form «, str^, Celles, and'-St.i^t. , lU, a^ L^Th^e^InteJr^^^ ^IL^rL^SS:! 

The CTS has also been used to measure conflict tactics in a wide varietv of rn1« 
SsbS;^ parent-child. child-child, child-parent! "2b^d wife wifj! 

husband, and also men and women dating and cohabiting partners. liie respTiient has^lso 

J^T"^'^:^ ''^^^'''"^ ^^^^ of ?^ir" ;Lent: td 

husbands, wives, and dating partnsrs. describing the tactics used by themselves aAd^y 
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.their partner Afford (1982) used a modification of the CTS to obtain information on 
conflict tactics used in 26 different role -relationships, both familial and rirf^ly 

if fhJ'-^l ^'IT ''^ ^ modified and used in a wide variety of ways. However 

UntroSction T -l'.^\-°f^'-^ - defined in Chapter 3.1nd as sunn^rS^d i; 

the introduction to this chapter, two principles need to be followed: (1) Include onlv 
acts of overt behavior. Beliefs and attitudes about violence, for example arrexfreS 

S^:^r'l980'r iirn^'Sr ^^'^ actual ^ence^^C^bbirSd 

et al' a987. m be measured by a separate scale, such as the one developed by 
ZS^li ^ ^? °° "^'^ tactics, either in the phrasing of an item, or in 

"Si ^creaTov^h'T^'^^M.'^^ ^^^^S°ry. for example, confines 

^Sfo;d Tq«?^' ^ r ' n ^i"e^' make extremely insultTrJ references" 

I V ^""^r^'^y ^^^^ impossible to differentiate between parents or spouses 

tirin yJ^^".^": t° ^ ™' physically assault their child or spouse^ from 
those who are both verbally and physically aggressive. 



Child Abuse Measures 



Although as mentioned in a previous section, the CTS has certain deficiencies as a 
measure of physical abuse of children (some of which will be rectified in a st^S no^ in 
the planning stage), no satisfactory alternatives have yet been developed. This section 

, Q^ild Protective Services RA,te . Annual statistics are con^Jiled on the number of child 
SSh r^-' ^-^-^i- Services under le mandatory ^orti^^ais 

which are in effect in all the states (American Association for Protecting Children 1986) 

TITV^J^LaI a tT.. ^ r'""^^ ^^"^^ estimted by Straus and Gelles (1988) to be 
0 68 per hmdred children. By contrast, the CTS rate is 2.3 percent for "Child Abuse-1" 

fl" ""'"l"^' ""^''^ ^"^^-2" "^^"^^ ---t:ion on scoring methods for 

2L.lt^ onThildr r ff. Th"- the -CIS rate for the more severe 

assaults on children is 3.4 times greater than the CPS rate, and the CTS rate for the more 
inclusive measure of physical abuse is 16 times greater than the CPS. 

National Incidence Stnidy . Tt^is study attempted to find out about all known cases of 

Neg ecf l98i) ' ST'^ ^TT' '''' - (MlTA^use a^d 

a^S ?nnl?- ■ ?! ^y^^d reporting system described above by 

Ltir^-^} ?^ °\ T^' ^° personnel in community institutions (schools! 

Tt^ rtnttr courts), irrespective of whether the cases had been officially reported 

It produced a physical abuse rate of 3.4 percent children. This was about 26% higher than 
the rate of officially reported cases of physical abuse in 1980 (the CPS rate has gone up 

caS W^-r^Hlf""" ^r""" ^ ^^'^l has produced an inilux o^ 

cases), but is still much lower than the rate from the surveys using the CTS. 

One way to interpret the differences between the rates produced by the CTS and those 

Tth t^e "^^^^^'^^ ^° conparison'of L?e So rt 

with die rate obtained using the CTS in two national surveys shows that there are from 
several times more physically abused children in the United States than receive help The 
same point can also be expressed in the terminology used by epidemiologist, i e ' the 
discrepancy between the Child Protective Services rate and the CTS rates of child abuse 
occurs because each measures a somewhat different phenomena. The rate obtained by counting 
the number of cases known to Child Protective Services and other human servicf 

?^rfur'Ti'n ""^Z! ^^^^^ °^ intervention or treatoent than an incidence rates (see 
Straus and Gelles, 1986 for further explanation). 
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pare nL Sio t J f 'V^"^""' ^ ""^^^ °f instrun^nts developed to idencify 

Sff!"?."^" a higlier than normal risk of abusing their children. These instrv^nts 

differ from each other in a nuafcer of ways which cannot be discussed here Sca^^ oTTaS' 
of space. For exan>ple the Adult-Adoiescent Parenting Inventory (ASPI) of tvoSck llQsS 

S nhvsit'al"'? .^^""r °' P^^^"' ^""^'^ ^hildli inc uis srscLs^fo^ 
21 claT.t • inappropriate expectations, lack of empathy, and role reversal 

Srs^Utf i"^^ '^^ 1586) on the othe^ 'hand e^Lizes Se 

personality of the parent and includes sub-scales for Di<5trp<;c: oiui^it^ Tt , ? 
^oblems With Child and self. Problems with f^^ly L?1Sble;.'Sm 
instruments are reviewed in Schneider. Heifer, and Hoffmeister (1980). 

Despite occasional use of terminology which some might suggest otherwise rh... 
instrument do not measure the occurrence of acts of physical^use^For exIlTe MiW'! 
CAP results in an overall measure called the "Abuse Scale " Howevef rin^of t^e ^^^^^ 
refer to physical abuse, nor should they. This is because the iTt^e^is a tol f" 
prevention work, and is intended to identify narents at ric:W nf^VT v • \ f 
actually occurs. loenciiy parents at risk of being abusive before it 

Dro.rI!!fl'f irony in the fact that these instruments vere developed for use in 

beco'SS freSlt Te^it^jf Tb ^ P^^^"" h^ving'°the risk 

£seTt;d 

rnSSS-"^ T'"^' °^ ^iSh i-i<i«"- °f "false positives" Letnt 

^i^Sstr^-^tis's^T^ji^SU^^^^^^^ ^^n- '-ex^i- tsr 

analysis correctlvllas.ifS^S ^ comparison group. The discriminant 

(cf. Light 1973, p 57i?„;:ri^Sr„'pSJL?;. "^^^^^y ''^''^■^ 

Parentin g Behavior Inventories a somewhat rp1ir*»H t^rr^^ 

diagnostic techniques to distinguish between children who are the vict^ of accSe^Sl 
injury and those who are the victims of inflicted injuries. St-odies of^ildLra£?t1i 
Zn^T^^ departments of urban hospitals for accidental injury surest thlt abouttS% of 
such children a-e abuse victims. However, other studies (reviewed in Pl7ss et al 1987^ 
have produced far lower figures. Regardless of which rate is coLct protocols for 

:rarjf87t'lfe'yt^^r r ^^^^^^^ ^^-^ ^^-^ - Sheet^dlscrST^^^^^ 
Neatest !Jd T "^^^^^/y in?)ortant because they can identify children who are in the 
SnTi Jt Tt . P5°^^^^i^« services. Unfortunately. 30 years after Kempe's paper onl/a 
minority of hospitals consistency uses such protocols. ^ 

it wo'i^d'^stm'le^' '° ^ ^^^^^^ -^^^-^i^n protocol, 

b^ca^^ tLteiT%r^ ? "^.f °^ physically abused children. This is 

in'iuS 1 discussion of why the CIS is based on assaults rather 

than injuries less than five percent of child abuse cases known to Child Protective 

ph^IicSlv T H Z.'I'^'^. ^"°"Sh to need medical aS ntion MoTt 

physically abused children (as contrasted to the cases which make ^ront page headlines^ 
involve repeated severe beatings, but not injuries. These are childrenld parents S dire 
Ztrl! ^'^'T"""' k"' "^^'"^^ assistance. Consequently, hospital based detecti'on 
methods are not a substitute for an instrument such as the CIS. Ir^truments such as Z 
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m..c..I^ 4 f "^^^ ^^^ly "sed and most widely criticized as an instrument to 

n^asure violence betv^-een spouses. However, as in the case of instrun>ents To SlsS^ chiS 
abuse, no satisfactory alternative has as yet been developed. 

Alford (1982) . for example developed an instrument to measure "dispute styles" and 
which he ^scribes as "similar in some respects" to the GTS. This ins^ruLnt^hls s^e 
useful features, such as measuring the degree of intimacy of the relationship Ind ^e 
frequency of con^ct wid. the other person in the relationship. However, as 'exTlaiSd 

Sis^ibie to°i°t"^inr 1^'^'^'°" p^y^'^^' ^ 'Sirt 

impossiDie to determine a violence rate or violence score. 

The Index of Spousp Abuse (Hudson and Mcintosh. 1981) was developed with conniendable 
use of appropriate statistical techniques, such as factor analysis, and eaSi cf Sftwo 
sub-scales (I^ysical Abuse and Non-Physical Abuse) have high reliabiUties Howeve^ tSs 
instrument suffers from the same fundamental problem as Alffrd's measure of dispSrs^ySs 
It confounds physical aggression with ottier variables. Inspection of the items in Se 
Physical Aggression scale of the Index of Spouse Abuse (as given in dfe fo^ote ^o 
Ap^ndix 1 in Hudson and Mcintosh) shows that only four of the eleven it^l Stcts of 
PaSer bilS "i ''""'"'"^ ''"^ ^^^^^^^^^ behavior (e.g "My 

'^l^'Z'^Zi:^^ " — — ^ — spousf frir whot 

assa u^STLf'"^ T'^ -r'^u '"^'^ ^"^^^ ""^^ available on 

assaults between members of the same housr.hold because it is based on a sanm1*> 

approximately 60.000 households and is repeated annually. It is also^ extrLly c^efuUv 
conducted survey. Nevertheless, the National Crime Survey rate is drasticanrLwer rate of 
T^^n Tm'lT National Family Violence R^survey: two tenths' of a pe cent 

hSS 1977-78). By comparison, the GTS vate of 16.1 percent is more than 50 times 

rate S\6Tr,fs?s'?>r^ KT^^'J^I ''^'""^^ '"^"^ ^^^^^ °f -2 and the CI3 

rate of 16 1 raises the question of why the NCS rate is so low. The most likely reason for 

o^her sS?:r tTl^'^ '''' in differences between the context of the NCs' ver^^s L 
others nr' i^^P"^«nted to respondents as a study of crime, whereas tlie 

others are presented as studies of family problems. The difficulty with a "crime survey" 
as the context for detemining incidence rates of intra-family violence is that^t ^^{e 

Thus.^only a minute proportion of assaults by spouses are reported in the National Crune 

pn,.. ^^ ' ^^"^y j^"""' P^°t°<^°l^ - Many victims of family violence present to a hospital 

^t di^.T ''''' was intentional is SSSy 

Zt^^f ^ J^TT'.^^^"" '^^^Sed. or there are indications of intentional 

injury it tends to be ignored (Stark. Flitcraft. Zuckennan. and Gray. 1981). ProtocSs 

^ZJ^T ^1^°^'^ '° '"""^'^ ^^"^^^'^ - ^at more ap^op iate 

to eSl"" ^^f^^^^V"" 1580). One such protocol wa^ used 

to examine case records at Yale-New Haven hospital and concluded that about 20% of female 

?nd^^^^^^"'" ' °^ intentional injuries (Stark et al. 1981). These findl^s 

indicate that emergency room protocols are important procedures for purposes of bein? able 
to provide treatment and referrals and should be much more, widely used. 
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■iMsiirlng physical «s3 c t?rM„ I? f n ' 1 extensively cesred m 

(1965) ld^' tVr l^^fied S o*e* Tn L "■%'^'='^1f ■i'™l»P-<' by Waxier 

asked t.0 wureUted 5L1tiL:*:S^e2ltlt^r"fa^^^^^ respc,r,dents are 

s=s^;4?rii':L^**it..'^;~ir^^^ - r f 

the prevalence „f the non-se„.lVlve toterTst^^cause if ,,T"h 

more testing is required before co:.:luding that it can produce Lid XeUaS^^^^^^^^^^^ 

RELIABILITY AND VAUDITY 

Reliabilltry 

Six studies assessing the internal consistency reliabilitv of th^ rr<: u.. ^ k 

as Chapter 3). for reseat"!' '^htch f^^sSeJ^^^ reto^ W i ^LS'i^ ^'''"T 
reasoning iten. dropped fro. For. A (because of Z^^l le^tt^^^ Z 
studies using FoHBS N and R) should be restored to the version usS in s^^h st^die^ 
In fact still other items can be added to both the Reasoning and the ^rbal A^SssS; 
scales to the extent that they figure importantly in the study for which thfc^S ifSed 

(Table 2 about here) 
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factor structure Of the CIS 



*® ^ developed, the three tactics which served as the basis for 

designing items to be included were hypothesized dimensions. Several investigators have 
since confirmed the existence of these dimensions though the use of factor is "o 
c^tT'!. '^f' ^^T"" ^"^^y^^" identifies these dimensions, it supports the original 
conceptualization. In addition, the identification of orthogonal factSfprovides eSSSe 
of the "discriminant validity" (Fisk end Campbell. 19??) of die three tactics. 

Straus Analyses . Chapter 3 reports the results of a factor analyzed the data from Form 

tJrZt .. I % 'T'' ^^"'^ ^ *e tactics "ed b™ 

Aei^.H T ^ "^"y ^^^^ ^« correspond vith the 

Srthrr hr^>f T °f 'T-' ^^y^'^ P""^"^'^ «hich correspond to 

the three hypothesized dimension: reasoning, verbal aggression, and physical aggression 
(violence). The factor loadings for each item are given Tn Table 1 of tLt Chlpte^ 

Chapter 3 also reports the results of a factor analysis of Form N for the 1975 
SSt?:LlT': °' 2 143 families. This analysis yielded the same three factors and an 
additional factor. The items with the highest loadings on this factor are- the ,^e of a 

S ^-.^^ ^"^'^'"^ g° down as the L^it^ of 

J^olence Th ^T^^^L. I^''. '"^'^'^ "^^^°"^1 ^ represents the Ire 

Violence index described in die section on scoring mediods. It furdier suegests that die 
"minor violence" of family life is a somewhat distinct phenomenon frL tS rla^^d 2d 
severe assaults which characterize "wif e -beating. repeatea and 

iorg^5p_a92Zl analyzed Form A data and found diree facnors which he labeled high 
medium and low intensity factors. The "high intensity" factor consists entirely of itS 
IZ^Tr^ ' assault, die "medium intensity" factor consists of acts of'^verbal^ 

symbolic aggression (insulting, stomping out of die house, etc.) and die "low intensity" 
factor consists entirely of items from die reasoning group. Jorgensen's factor aSs 
fiZSll'^'^'^'" ' ^''"^^^ "^^^ also'coSirL die 'origin^llf h;joS::d 

Gully et al, (1981) admini.stered die Form N violence items K dirough SR to a sample of 
335 undergraduates in order to measure violence in seven family roleTelationship7(e f 
parent-parent p^ent-sibling. sibling-sibling). Since Gully et al. did noTa^in stfr 
items from the Reasoning and Verbal Aggression scales, dieir factor analysis is not 
comparable to die odier analyses reported in diis section. Their analysis of die seJen 
violence scores identified two factors: sibling violence and parent violence. 

. , McCullouph. and SuPimoto (1981) analyzed die GTS responses of a random sample 

Lh^^or T" (^^"^r- 1579). They replicated die analysis for die woS's 

behavior the man s behavior, and items which combined bodi. All three analyses yielded 
for factors: reasoning, "psychological abuse." "physical aggression." and "life- 
SoWe ? V-'^'T- differentiation of die violence items l^to minor and a severe 

violence factors is parallel to die findings from die analysis of Form N by Straus (1979) 



Sgc k. Keller and Howard (198? carried out a factor analysis diat is similar in some 
Sr^^S,. ^ analysis described above in diat they factored CIS indexes radier tSn Se 
CTS items The 12 v^iables in dieir analysis consist of die scores on die three QS 
^^nll k"" r ^^^y role-relationships. This procedure identified diree 

factors: Non-Violent Conflict Tactics. Premarital Aggression, and Parental Aggression. 

".rn,5¥-^J~.f ^^^'^ ^ ^° ^"'^"^ "^^^ "P^^^fi^ disciplinary techniques (such as 
grounded you and "sent you to your room") widi a sample of 513 children in 5dv dirough 
8di grade. Separate factor analyses were computed for die behavior of die fadiers and the 
mothers (as reported by die child). For fadiers. die first factor consisted entirely of 
acts of physical violence, plus "direatened to hit or throw somediing." For raodiers. die 
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first factor consisted of the violence* 4t-^mo i 

"Threw you out of the hLZ" S:%ec:S Tactor f o^LS" °' aggression and 

measuring "normal discipline' because J no / ! ?axents was identified as 

at you."Ilapped or spX you " Se Lird Jnct^ K . f "^""^'^^ "Y^H-^ 
itenis for fathers, lb? JS^ers 4 ^frd 1°^^"^' °" "^^^ ^""^ " -^""i^S 

"Cried., and two .w ite. li^h al^otas^^ t^rrthe^f ^^^^^^^^^ ^^"^ 

aggression lactor whTi foaSd au'^^olenfitt 'n'"^-"^ ^ ^^^^"^^ 

aggression. Ihe third factor consist or'ne oTliae^-arr^n' ^''''^ 5°' Psychological 
according to Straus' scoring method, is ,^t scored o^ a^v^f i T"" ^"^/ ^^i^^" ("hich. 
consists of the ren>aining^o reasoningTtei It" ^jfi^irt^aV ^ 
done the factor analysis without the ^cried" item die ;MrH % f ^f^'"^ 
reasoning iten.. The results of factoringt^ p^by'^S ^^^^^^ °^ 

Ihe aSlS^^J^tiri^^^^^^ factors, 
-nothing"), the second lltr:' ^l^e^^l^l^^^^ "^^^ - --^ed 

item which loaded with the first factorT f -tf ^ ^ ^ ^ "stomped out of room" 

cal^ly" and -.got ir.or^...^Z^:^^^ S^^atS^l ^r^atl^, I^^^^^^^^^ 

athough there are some differ^ces i ' Se findT^ T ^ ^^^^^"^^^^ 

a factor structure «hich airpro^^^^^ ^^'^ comparable analyses all found 

verbal aggression and vioE'!'^ h?t ^fftr^^^^^^^^^^ ^^J^-^ °J "--ing. 

some studies used modifications of the ^ ^ probably reflect thev fact that 



Concurrent ValiditT^r 



ascerSJf ''ln';arf thTs'lst^a^^^ T^^"'^ °^ ^ ^-^--nt to 

is appropriate lor nZ-li^s tnc^en, vSl^i^J'T ^^^^^'^^^^^^^ obtaining data which 
degree to which the new insi^nHs reT^tt^ ^^^^^^^7 is estimated by the 

association cannot be dete^"iVthe tw Isu^^^^^^^ ?hTf ' i-truments. 'ihis 

or if (rightly or wrongly) other ^asls-^^e^Sr^t'^^t iS^oVL^lif 

crite^.tl '^f^tSellll^^^^ ^^^^^^ ^ ^uge literature, the 

-y seem, there ar^^^ esibli^d sS^^^^^^ '^"^ P^^"-' ^^^-^-ble 'as it 
Inspection of several psychometrics tSS^?vefled^^^f^"^1 ^"^''^'^ coefficients, 
nor does the Standards For EduStM 2d pIv J i give numerical figures. 

Merican Psychological I^so^ion '"^f ^'^^^^^^^^^ Ir^n^"^'' ^^'^^'^^ 

is a complex issue th^t- u^^*. cne reason is that the assessment of validity 

reference =a, be helpM. CronSi mTO) " of '^.I """"'"'"^ ^"^^ 

Straus and Brown 197&^ <?o.4.i 4%. -T ^ validity evidence at all (Straus. 1964: 
the sa^le. Td' sei'^o ^icft^y itre "S^tl "^'T^' °^ represencative;ess of 
measures used in stucfyingth^s^lJaS ;^^^^ ""^^^ representative, the 

These problems should be kept in mind in evaluating the concurrent validity of the CTS 
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Before turning to the formal evidence (in the form of validity coefficients) an 

iiSSSf. I'r': P°^"i?f^ ^ '^^ established: are subjects^willi^ to report 
instances in which they verbally and physically assaulted other members of tSeir family^ 
At the time the Family Violence Research Program began, it wa. ;idely believed Lt Sis 

TallZl^"' ^"'y ^ ^-^-S^ in-depth intezSfwstsefon 

carefully esteblishing rapport with the respondent. Contrary to this belief the CTS 

Stet^L^^""'''"'" °' ' questionnaire, by face-t^fact inter^ew or by pS'; 

interview has proven to be successful in obtaining high rates of occurrence for socially 
undesirable acts of verbal and physical aggression. These high rates are consistent 
previous in-depth interview studies such as Gelles (1974) animuch higher t^ Se rites 
from any other currently available technique (see Chapter 5) 

Another bit of evidence confirming the ability of the CTS to obtain data on violence 
IS the consistency of the National Survey Rates with the rate obtained by the Randomized 
Response Technique described earlier and which is widely assumed to be able to elicit more 

°^ '^^''^f ^ technique, which 

g^rantees the anonj^ty of the respondent, to estimate the incidence of child abuse. 

Their estimate of 15% is ahnost identical to the rate obtained by the National Family 
Violence Survey using the CIS. ^ "di-ionai tamiiy 

Concurrent Validity Evidence A s Rep orted in Straus ri97q^ The first study reporting 
cot^urrent validity for the CTS was Bulcroft and Straus (1975) . The CIS waT^mpE 
o?Sr sociolop courses. The students responded for a referent period consisting 

L VT- 2 ^i'Z^ """^ ^'Sh school. 1 They were askerto indicate, to 

2l^f '^"^^"S that year their father and mother had Aone 

each of the items in the CTS. 

M,Mr^t.n?f' ^^^^^ '° ^^^^ ^" ^ ""P^^^"" addresses of 

their parents so that a similar questionnaire could be sent to them. Participation was 
voluntary and students were assured that they would not be mentioned in the letLr to Se 
parents, and that as soon as the mailing was completed the names and addresses would be 
destroyed and all documents identified by a number only from then on. Of the 110 s^dents 
present m these classes. 105 completed the questionnaire. Of the 168 questionnaiSlent 
to the mothers and fathers (each was sent separately with its own retu^ envel^e) 121 o^ 
In ^ f questionnaire. A comparison of parent reports with student reports 

in this study, and also with student reports from a previous study (Straus 1974a) is 
given in Table 3. j \ , j-a 

(Table 3 about here) 

v.ri.?' ;hown in Table 3 are difficult to interpret. First, the pattern is 

varied. The correlations are low for the Re.asoning scale and high (relative to typicc.! 
concurrent validity results for most social psychological tests and scales) for the Verbal 
Aggression and Violence scales. An analysis by Bulcroft and Straus (1975) suggests that 
the higher correlations for the two aggressive modes of conflict are due to such acts being 
more dramatic and emotionally charged and. therefore, better remembered. 

(Table 4 about here) 

Another way of examining the concurrent validity of the CIS is to compare incidence 
rates for violence as reported by each spouse, and also as reported by students for their 
parents. The rates are shown in Table 4. For the Bulcroft and Straus (1975) study the 
first two rows of the table show a tendency for the students to report somewhat more 
violence by husbands than the husbands themselves reported, but to report less violence by 
wives than the wives themselves reported. One does not know which data (the student report 
or the reports of the spouses themselves) is more accurate since each has its own potential 
source of bias. The last two rows of Table 4. however, suggest that these discrepancies 
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(1974.) study (third ro.) are alj^t ltotica?S IXotS" "f^^' v'"""'"' 
nationally representative aa^le of spores ah<^ S *e last rtwTf T'" 

, Q<^er Studies of Atn-t ^eroent Between Family M pmKprc *12 o^„„ rn,=r, i 
^r at^es have been pubUahed *I=h give th; dei7e to «hl^ Se ^'o^; 'o/Scr^SS^ 

Se%o^al1eltbniS^' ™ ^'^^^'"'^ *^ tindlSga aa altaSe^^f 

incerspousci reliability." This usage seems to implicitly assume the validitv nf ^>,« rrt 

validly is str^se-d^^^^ttn ^T^eT^st rSn^^^^^^g^r" " ^ "^^^ °^ 

Idelggn and Brv ^ ger ri9 861 note that if the CTS is used as a diagnostic and evaluation 
tool in a treatment program for assaultive men "reliance on n^n'sTelf renortr S ^ 
accurate may lead to inappropriate treatment decisions and have grave ^l ^ ioi for Se 
safety of victims [and] .. .overestimate. . .the success of a treatoent p^iam" 37^ 

S"'JS?e^' ^7,^^^^^^^ hyP?^-" 29 barterers in their sSTle Sf rep rt 

less violence and less severe violence than their female paitr.srs. They foSd higher rates 

^ich'Slt^L"ti^^^^ -f- ^^'^ ^^^^ °^ the^S fnclS^ W 

Which were statistically significant. In a six month tollow up administration of the CT<; 

™o5'L"^;SL"=^e1,to^:.~«"- - noTon5rTrea?„; 

• I ^"^^1^^ and O'Leary (1985 compared the responses to the violence items ^nd rh. 

' ' ^""^'^ ^^^T""^ "^^^^^ - ~ty sl^le^ofl 

couples. In the therapy sample, they found 72% agreement between the renm-trnf t-i,r%;/ 

Itr *:'^t^^ "^^.^ ^™ ^-nta.e'tre^Ltforv^ e^cety S: 
The coeftioienca for husband's violence v^.re .43 for L therapy s. ole W for Se 

analyS^if^tr^i: °4oie1 ^re^^^r^r ""I? ^ 

Szljjovacz me other Inveatlgatorl ^ .^^T^Z^'^^J: >^.T^r::2Zls 
L^eZ"TZ oT <="P=rt"g the report of 1 ap^S^I^S 

Se T"^' V ""^ '^'^ ""^y «>« agreement for use of violence by 

Ae »ife and 27% agreement on the use of violence by the husband. The lack of azSLnt 

UastoS^^^cI^e-^f-So^nctaS^I *e"hSS^S t"^^ °' ""^".^^ ^ 
spouse., (page 638). SzinovacraUrfi;^ Sa^rn^e'^'i wTnde^trron'^ 
oToL s^if^"^ -^-^ than rates baaed » Sfe^epoTol 

Bro»ninB and T>,rron mUf.) conipared responses to Fom H for 30 couples »here the 

Xa nfe ,^ ^ ^ ; """^ ^^^'^ t»Ice as high (17.3) as reported by the 
3 9— °t^i^fv°"f "'■'^'^^ ^ "'^^ ■^s.P'tted by the husbands! but 

^ rf„l " K"* ^* P^tner therefore tended to under report a,elr 

Z 3:L^=: by *e"^'"'°" '^^'^ '"^^ "^'^'^ - bu? only*"^ 

Winkler & Dfthert-y 
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S"^5Y of Af xr eement Studies . The studies reviewed are consistent in finding large 
discrepancies between the reports of husbands and wives. These often take ^e lom of 
under-reporting by the perpetrator. It is therefore iinportant to obtain data froHotJ 

S^eTtk/^^i ^''.'^k''?"' ^^^^^"^ - P"g-- evaCtln 

When the CTS is used for basic research, where the issue is not the absolute level of 

violence but the relationship between variables, the similarity in overall (i e 

ag^egate) the rates based on male and female subjects, together with the similarity 'in 

less cSciT ^ °^ respondent (see Chapter 9) makes data from both spouses 

Bring in differential reporting for minor and severe violence 

Gender of Respondent and Relationships Between Variables 
(Section to be completed) 

of whnlf ^"^r" ^« "hen aggregate data are used, regardless 

hltL ? ^^^°ndent. Szinovacz Figure 1 shows this, and also shows that regardless of 
how the couple data are used, the results are essentially parallel. 

Difference between single person and source of data and as object of study 
Discrepancy as a meaningful variable 



Social Desirability R esponse Set As A Thrpat To Validii-y 

t^-n,-niT first paper describing the CIS. the fact that not every respondent will be 
willing to describe instances in which he or she kicked or punched a child or a spoLe has 

nrSablTt^'hl ^ "^'if ^v. "^'"^^^^ statements that the true rate is 

probably much higher than the measured rate (Straus. Gelles. and Steinmetz. 1980- The 
degree to which the true rates are greater than the rate obtained by using the CTS is not 
known Consequently, the best that can be said about the accuracy of the CTS is that it 
probably closer to the true incidence rate than other methods because it produces a higher 
incidence rate than any other method. i-touucei, a nigner 

^h.n ^^^^ violence (as compared to clinical use), a more serious problem 

than underestimating the amount of violence is the possibility that the degree of 
mderestimte varies from subject to subject and that this is correlated witf other 
characteristics of the subject. This problem, which is referred to as "correlated e^or" 
rather dian random error, can produce erroneous findings. For example, the correlation 

iTmZTS - depress^ (Gelles ^nd Strain? 

1987) might be spurious if both reflect person- to- person differences in willingness to tell 
an interviewer about such socially stigmatized behavior. This possibility has been 
investigated using measures of "social desirability response set." 
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Arias and Reach (1%7) . used the Marlowe-Crown Social Desirability Scale with a J^i. 
of 90 couples and found correlations with the CTS violence irrf^ of 23 fn^,? f '^J 
husbands and - '\'> fnr iH • T vi.oi.ence inaex ot for violence by 

sounders (1986) administered the Marlowe-Crown SD scale 



Saunders and Hanu<;a (1986^ 



Gender Similarity As Evidance Of Validity F pr Reseamh V..r^.^. 



Sununarv of Concurrent Validity 



Construct Validity 



which also influence subjective feelings of hui^er. tactors 

evid.^!!f%" ^^Z f^^S^i^ to the size of the coefficient which will be taken as 
evidence of construct validity than there is for concurrent validity Siris iLSnt Tn 
the process If the theory being tested with the new measure specifies a close ul,." 
(TT^lT'^f'T ^ "^^"^"^ ^ corrTlatYon is needed; 

oSer factors ITchlr^^^^^ 'l "f^ t'"^"'^ ^^''^^ ^-^-^ °f t:he Aumero^ 

si^Jfitrt^^sjTp^S crtrt^?Udi't:"ofT'"'°"• ^"^^^^ ^^^^ statistically 
, ui^puLu cne conscruct validity of the measures used to test the theory. 

It follows free the above that the construct validft-v nF /-rc u 
o?^^7 ? -"^^ f?S^ ^c^a^f ctii'S„r„l't^ SSt e { 
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^ ^ * The CTS data on the extent to which patterns of violence are correlated 
from one generation to the next, first reported by (1977a, b) and by Straus 
(1983, Straus et al. , 1980 ) is consistent with many other empirical 

findings and social learning theory and has also been confirmed by many other 
investigators (see meta analysis by Hotaling and Sugarraan, 1986) . 

* Use of the CTS in the two National Family Violence Surveys have confirmed the 
existence of many hypothesized "risk factors" for family violence (Straus, 
Gelles and Steinraetz, 1980), including: 

Inequality between spouses, and especially male-dominance 

Poverty 

Unemployment 

Stress 

Youthfulness 

Heavy drinking 

Lack of comnunity tie 

* Comparisons of women who experienced relatively minor violence and women who 
experienced severe violence in 1985 with women who had not been attacked by 
their husbands (Gelles and Straus, 1987, 1988) show that: 

Seriously assaulted women averaged almost double the days in bed due to 

illness than did other women. 
A third fewer severely assaulted wives reported being in excellent health, 

and three times as many reported being in poor health. 
Seriously assaulted women had much higher rates of psychological distress 
including: ' 

- Double the incidence of headaches 

- Four times the rate of feeling depressed 

- Five and a half times more suicide attempts 

* Gelles and Straus (1987, 1988) also compared children who had been severely 
assaulted by a parent with the other children in the sample and found that the 
abused children consistently experienced more behavior problems. For example, 
the child victims of severe violence had 2 to 4 times higher rates of: 

Trouble making friends 

Temper tantrums 

Failing grades in school 

Disciplixiary problems in school and at home 

Physically assaultive behavior at home and elsewhere 

Vandalism and theft 

Drinking and drug use 

Arrests 

Relationships such as the above, and many others indicative of the construct validity 
of the CTS violence scores have been found by a nunier of investigators, for example: 

* The less affection between the parents of a respondent, the higher the 
incidence of violence against a martial partner (Szinovacz, 1983). 

* Violent couples identified with the CTS, compared to non-violent couples 
matched on Marlowe-Crown Social Desirability Scale, are characterized by 
asymmetry in power, high conflict, lack or organization, and low sharing of 
pleasurable activities (Resick and Reese, 1986) 
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SUMMARY AND CONCIUSIC»IS 



identify. In s7u. caTes'^rconce^ ^^^^^^ °' ^° 

point to possible but not ^ir^^^6eZlSaS^^^^ ^^^^^ 
are problems and limtatioS which a^ Siere^^^^^ ?n ' ^ '"'^^ 
structured must therefore be kent in ^'rv, ? / instrument as it is currently 

CTS data. be kept m mind when interpreting the results of research using 

chilc^"^:. tStit? suLttioS'foTre^ri ^ ^ ^^"^^ °^ ^^^^^-^ of 

CIS for use in measuri4 fpou^e^use a^^^^^^^ ""^^""^ °f 

against the loss of com^ar^Uitf el^^ S^^^ Ssttt '"^^^ ^'"^ 

the loss of ability to use the compreheLive norma^irtSSf ^ A^enSx 2."" ^ 

The L\:^'st'Lt:e 'if " ^rLbTv''"'' °" ^^^^^^^^^ -^^^ty. 

populations a^^^iuied '^T'tfi^en^^i^^^^^ ^^jl^ "^'"^ ^^^^ -^^^S 

reliability, is at best moderate. tiSy ^ a Stf of'^e s^a^' consistency 
scale which was necessitated bv VhTwo/ief ^ j"^^ ,^ ^"^11 number of items in each 

suitable for sur^v reselrct i?. make the CTS a brief instrument which is 

spouses or bet^ parents td ^^l/ ^''^'y' ^ "^^"^^^ agreement between 

eLblished sSS.rfor%aT^^^^',^^^^^^^^^ T''^' to evaluate because there are no 

range of validity coeffLlS^s ^yprcaU^^ "it:hin the 

construct validity of the CTS t/Lc k strongest evidence concerns the 

findings which 2nd t^ b^ cor^ist^nt ^tTlV" ' "^u^^ °' ^^^^ 

co^istent regardless o. gendeTTf^n^ ^ rore^^^^X^,^ " 

crit£Tfl'K^:o:i^^^ ^'^"^ -eived the least 

reasoning scale is cSSly Jn^U'^iilS'^^^^^^^ '^^ r^er of items used to measure 
able to reach conclusion! STt^alid^ S^l ^ ^ ^een used sufficiently to be 

aggression scales reflects t^falt'^t^.l^-the'tjor^t^^rlc^ifn ^^r^l 

measure of physical violencp Hnwo^r^>. u d ^^^^^^^^^"^ the CTS has been the 

is aln^st ce^^ain tJ^m^ wilf riLr^^^^^^^^^ ~ 
f- -solving conflicts, as was donrbf stra^^ ^97" 

the CTf '^e 'rilX'Stei";~'' P--nt:ed in this chapter of 

structure m^erL relS^^ '"^"'^"^ °n stable factor 

coS^S:^t%a^di4 aS sS^^^ r^i^^' ^ ^« s^-"S evidence of 

intra-family violence available instuanent to measure 
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physical assault having taken place is not sufficient for understanding violence Several 
other dimensions also needed to be considered. However, it is also important that each of 
"^^^/^"^"^ be measured separately so that their causes and consequences and 
joint effects can be investigated. Among the other dimensions are thu seriousness of the 
assault (which can range from a slap to stabbing ^nd shooting); whed.er a physical injury 
was prodm:ed (which can range from none to death); -Ae motivation (which might range from a 
a person's safety, as when a child is spanked for going into the street, to 
hostility so intense that the death of the person is desired); and whether the act of 
violence is normatively legitimate (as in the case of slapping a child) or illegitimate (as 
in the case of slapping a spouse), and which set of norms are applicable (legal, ethnic or 
class norms, couple norms, etc.). 

2 It is ironic that the main criticism of the CTS has come from feminists. There are 
actually three ironies. First. I consider myself a feminist, and published the first 
empirical research showing the relation of male dominance to violence (Straus 1973) A 
year earlier I presented a paper on "Sexual Inequality. Cultural Norms, and Wife -Beating" 
(Straus. 1976). That paper „as widely distributed by women's groups until I became persona 
f^^^ publishing data on violence by women. The second irony is that the CTS has 
provided, and continues to provide, the most powerful "hard data" on the extent of wife- 
beating. This data has been used in countless communities to help build the case for 
shelters and other services needed by battered women, and has also figured in state and 
national legislative hearings. Third, the two most specific feminist criticisms of the CTS 
(not indicating who originates the violence and the extent to which women are physically 
injured) turn out to be "defects" which strengthen the case for women because it turns out 
that women, initiate as often as men and because the injury rate is actually very low See 
the sections on initiation and injury later in this chapter. 

rrc ah' appropriate place to clear up a misunderstanding about who may use the 

Lib. Although the article which serves as a manual for the CTS (Straus. 1979) is copyright 
the instrument itself is not. Anyone may therefore use the CTS in its original forT or 
modify It without permission of either the author or the journal in which it was published. 
However. I would appreciate copies of any reports using the CTS so that the bibliography 
can be updated for the benefit of other scholars . t- j 

4. For convenience and economy of wording the terms spouse, partner, husband wife 
couple, marital, etc are used to refer to couples, irrespective of whether they are a 
married or a non-married cohabiting couple. For an analysis of differences and 
similarities between married and cohabiting couples see Stets and Straus 1987- Yllo 1978- 
Yllo and Straus. 1981. ' ' 

5. By "incompatible" I am referring to what is possible within the score of a 
particular instrument . However, within the scope of a research project more than one 
approach can be. and where possible, should be used. Within the scope of a field or 
research issue, it is essential that this type of triangulation occur because each approach 
brings into focus aspects of a phenomenon which are hidden to other approaches. This 
perspective is the opposite of that taken by extreme partisans of a particular method who 
state or imply that ordy their method can provide an adequate understanding of the 
phenomenon. 

^ 6. These conclusions hold regardless of whether the information is obtained from the 
victim or the offender or from a male respondent or a female respondent. At the same time 
victims do report more injuries than offenders, and this is most pronounced for female 
victims. But it does not change the point made in this section: that measuring family 
violence on the basis of injuries vastly understates the problem, not from a medical 
perspective, but from the perspective of a civil society. Thus, according to female 
victims of male violence, the injury rate is 7.3%. whereas according to male perpetrators 
of severe assaults, the injury rate is 2.3%. i.e.. the rate as reported by women victims is 
three times greater. Nevertheless, this same statistics means that 92.7% of severe 
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^^to7f^.T^.,^^Jl^J^]^tZ " ^ '"J-^ - reported by.^„ 

altho^^^ltS^'d^as ™t?j£'t?„'L'" l'^'^' *^ """^ "-"e kicked, 

less of L SSivf act oi ??„'T^; «°'»'". "Ksence ot Injury does not «ake ii 

9. That is correct from a clinical perspective because the only real case<; .r-. ^K«e<. 
*astrof1;Te^tt?cS"raJ:?"SL'' IT r^'^li^-Sical pe^e'oti:^: ^ foSr^ 
Protective sl^^^S, ^^S,'^t".2„S^ a'Jrra'trora.trioTp^"^ S"" 
negative correlation with the child abuse rate 2 mimed bv Th? ,^? T^^. ' ^ ^ 
Gelles, 1986 tor a discussion of the possible reas^) 

psycho'LsSs=lri:^';oS"a\Urn^°:'r\a^^r^^^ th"^"'^ 

illicitly ass^ that if the masu?etvriid"^i?if™f:^r^ '"^ ^ ^ 

so^tJis^oct? ^»e"vl"ti^''S':~te°t -^r"^""*' -M-^""" 

co^uiJd So^^tf ^tpT : o^'^b^.J^an^'^.f L^rdil^er^iT^ '^"-^^ 
respect to the l«Uvldual iteijs *ich are ccSSd " c^eaS *e T,S« Sis'°^^ 

^^.^^^i- s^S£Hii;i 

course IS the reason for using multi-item tests rather than sirjle iten^ ' "^'""^ °^ 

13. To take this suggestion seriously, one needs to eo bevond th^ rr<; i 

=t-^=i^t-^ ^ s~ i2E°^ — 
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oreat deS h^;V 1 ^"^f ^^^^"5 °f Chapter 3 and the writing of this Appendix, a 
SLs rcis^ .nd'^K ^r." P^y^^°^^"= characteristics of the ConflS Tactics. 

of r ^^i^^^^r °^ °"'sinal methods of scoring the violence 

•? ^" response to these limitations, alternative methods of using the 

violence items to create measure of intra-family violence were developed. Ihe firs? part of 
this appendix describes the different versions of the CIS nd gives L ratLn^rfor Aesf 
new measures and also scoring instructions. " racionai for these 

of f.l!n^'" that same tine span, a second and much larger nationally representative sample 
of families was tested Ihis new data makes possible more current a^d more reliable S 
Sis S °i °^ d'is appendix therefore provides new normative data, and also presets 

this data in a form which is better fits the needs of both researchers and clinic^aSs 

PC»MS A. N. AND R 

"^""^^ versions of the CIS. forms S. N. and R. are fundanientally the same, but 
differ in respect to the number of items for each scale and the response ca^tories 
presented to the subjects. Form A was administered as a written questioSre Fom N^L an 

forms can be administered as a questionnaire, in-person. or by telephone Table 1 
suimiarizes the differences between the thee versions: ^-e^epnone. labie i 

(Table 1 about here) 

Form_A The first version of the CTS was administered in questionnaire format to 
: tSy f^fv :f orientat?^ f Jects were asked to respond by indicati^'2t'°h^pL: 
Moh ^ I T "^i^"*^'^^"" during the last year they lived at home when they were in 

^"^r'Tr '^^y "^^^ high school (StraL 1973 

ir i:. the CTS was also used for the validity stucty in which the re;ponsi 

of students concerning the conflict tactics used by their parents and tte response of 

Sn^luTJolt aTstr^aU^ "^"^^ ^""^^^ ^" "^''^ ' ^nd^Zl^edt 

as re^^ i^f ^Z^'c^Jl^^^ ^hf A^^ ^^^C^' 
Gelles and Steinmet.. 1980) and in many of the chapters in this book. Form Tdiffers S 
Form A in having additional violence items and fewer reasoning items and die respoSe 
categories were expanded (see Table 1). response 

FosilR. Form R is the version used in the 1985 National Family Violence Resurvev as 

d^is book, and in the pmiel study based on reinterviews of a sub-sample in 1986 and 1987 
The difference between form N and R is that form R has an additional parent- chUd item 

iSSti^'^''/T '"^"""^^ him./her/you up." m addition, with Form R the 

TZT" n f categories, starting with "once" and continuing to "more than 

tunes. Using this format, respondents must volunteer "never" or "don't know " This 

beSor7ser? ''..'^"^ '° '"^'^^^ ^^^^ °f sensitivror' devl^t 

behavior (see for example. Kinsey. Pomeroy. and Martin, 1948). 
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TERMIN0IJCX3Y 



descrSdIn Ch^ir TT< "^^'f Reasoning. Verbal Aggression, and Violence) are 

described in Chapter 3. This appendix focuses, on the additional ways to measure violence 
including more sophisticated summative scales, rates, and typologUs. Sore dIscrS 
each of these, the terminology to be used needs to be defined describing 



Indexes 



to a i^H.hT^ K '^"^ ^ S^^^^^l is used to refer 

to a variable created by combining two or more of the "items" ("indicators") in the^ 
l^e index can be in the form of a summative scale, a Guttman Scale, a rate or a t^ow' 
There are summative scale indexes to measure Reasoning, Verbal Aggression and ^siSi 
rates, and typologies. ouiiuiiauive scaies, 



Scales Versus Rates 



The violence indexes can be expressed as either scales or rates The difference 
between the CIS violence scales and CIS violence rates is that the sea es are continuous 
variables and the r^ are binary variables, usually coded 0 versGTir Thus ^ ^ 

Ssaits JXo"'i°d1 T ^'oleJe index will give the m^^ n^™ 

assaults which occurred during the year. If the same ANOVA is repeated with the rate 
lories .1 'h' ""^t'^-^-Wif- Vi°le-e index, the results will show the proportion^ 

S^i!ciin'l T'"''' '° " °^ 1.000 couples by n^vinf 

the decimal) who reported one or more violent incidents during tJTe yekr. ^ 



Types of Scales 



scalef wM^.tfi^hr^l" have been used to compute violence index scales, including 

T-tl J u ^ frequency of occurrence of each violent act in the index scalef 

7otS%^'' r^',' °' '^^'^^"^ ^ -ig^'^ severity TinjuS^roduS 

potential) oi each violent act. and Guttman scales. ^ proaucxng 

The original CTS indexes described in Chapter 3 are frequency weighted scales because 
each consists of tje sum of the number of times each act occurred. Th^. if a responZt 
indicated that pushing or shoving occurred once, throwing things occurred W tiSs 
slapping occurred once, the scale on Overall Violence IndTx scale would be si^ 

Violence Types 

severS'rf\t!f^'T *^°^°f ^^^^^ developed to classify families according to the 

agSifthe oter" '""''"^ '° °' '^^^'^ inlssaul^s 

NEW VIOLENCE MEASURES 

S.al.?^?i^.^ 3 provides the conceptual and theoretical rational for the Conflict Tactics 
bc^aies (CTS and information on how to score the items dealing with physical violence to 

SeSnrwhirw^ H '^Tr-i'^ ^^^^^^^^ ^^^^ -'^Trof 

creating what we have come to call "Severe Violence" indexes which can be used to measure 
the occurrence of child abuse and wife -beating . measure 
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can. under sc'e circrSSes d sSr^ Sta " I^n'^Hon""'" "^^T^" 
behavior of one person in thJ. f^miiJ TII ^ J , • addition, measuring the assaultive 
those assaultTwS also vi^ent niv "l ft"^ "^^'^^"^ ^« ^i^^i., of 

additional method of s.o^inl^e CT^S '^^^^^ misleading. For these and other reasons, 
measures may be ^raJro^^^^^ items were developed. These additional 

and scoring'^^thrL^sevSafof t^eL at t^e f "^^^^^'^^ 

statistics for each meas^e alternative violence measures and gives descriptive 

Rates 

used in cr.„LL^ anriTL-loI^^, ZlX°''fJS°li^^''i ZTilZl 
comparisons with other reUted phenomeia For this reil^w/ 11 5! 
Strav^, Gallas, and Stelnmetz (1980) are In tS fot of r^trs.^" *^ 

is be^iV'S/^stXto„":f a^^vI^T''^" "1'"^ ^•''^ •"■1= 

into a rate by dichotomic iii- ■^r.^n i ^r..r ^ /^H^"veu siignciy it the score is transformed 
husband:^fe.'mitr:"etreT iT.MrZ Z'Tlil^l."^ "^^^"^^'^ ^i^^- 

Although rates are better than scales for most analyses usine the rr<i .ri^i 
indexes, because (as explained above) it does not exacerba^ the sk^^s problem 
because rates are a q^fl^^ct-^^ i-u^t- ^ -i ^^^auc cue £>Kewness proDiera, and also 

»hera the soorerLa pr^fer^l. ^ ?f°''\' 'T, 'T^''^'^'^^. A^^re are circumstances 

nested is *J ti aSy:^ffL.^^:T.r„» aS ff ''"Z' "^^"^ "'''^ 

violent, and the issue u l,t^t^J\L^ °^'jl 1"°" """" " " ""oen 

research on .clinitr ^o!:^ .tS^L^tS^SblJST™^^ ta^STelte^'^or""' 

is^e i. teiS S^a^X'pa^nS'riSfti" cWld'"'" °' "^"^ ^ 

srsro4rsir.d^r:?iprs rrr 
siurr>rsSo.-"-?/sK^s«t^nt cr/ix°?ftL-a?r^ 



Minor And Severe V^n lence Scales and RatPs 

that ^thev ar^l '° distinguish between assaults which are "minor" (in the sense 

that they are less dangerous and less the focus of moral condemnation) and "seSS" 
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to Che .icipoints of the approxl^ce frequency ^sC.fr^yZTL Ze J^^^^ 
«hlch^ oc< .-red. The following SPSS conr^ can be used to create the Severe Violence 

COMPUTE SEVERV - ITEMN + ITEMO + ITEM? + ITEiQ + ITEMR + ITEMS 

The rate version of this inde.x (see above for the way in which the term rate is n<=.H 
here), can be created with the following SPSS conmands: 



COMPUTE SEVEREVR - SEVEREV 

RECODE SEVEREVR (1 THRU HI - 1) 



Very Severe Vlolr-nrp . when the CIS is used to measure physical abuse nf rMlr^r-^r. 
older than infants, there is widespread reluctance to includiS^^^itSnfr child wi^^^^^ 
ODject (such as a hair brush or belt) as necessarily abusive To ^u. -t ^ ^" 

SlSTtL^^IHit;^ t'-t?' for childrei!^inr4'ser^vLl^^^^^ 

This measure and the rational behind it are described in more detail in Chapter ???. 

of "SS^^— .; SV"^ desirable to have separate measure 

of minor violence" which measures how often assaults of this tvoe ocJ,rr»^ 7 
example, chapters 7. 9 10 13 19 91 ^ <;,-r,^« fU t Z\ ^ occurred (see for 
M ^L n K4 nrJ.^ ' ' ' ^^^^^ "^^^ violence £ots are items K L and 

M, the following SPSS conmands can be used to compute this scale: ' 

COMPUTE MINORV - ITEMK + ITEML - ITEMM 

COMPUTE MINORVR - MINORV 

RECODE MINORVR (1 THRU HI - 1) 

inLT T"''' '"^^ if -ale onX se^re^olenc; 

'1 T°- tT"' "^^^ satisfactory because it does not deal wIS the cases 

where there was both severe and minor violence If thev pr« =^n,-«<r ^ 
vioW, this I, ^=l.adi^ i„ ^ „ L i^d L"S„rvZ- 

=ode, then these critically important cases are lost from the aml^is (L solutlL 

Lxri^^t^io-n-^'^rLre^ " '"""^ - ---- 



Wife-Beattnp 



ERIC 



VB6X.P,VB106,9Deceni3er87, Page 5 



SeveritTv U ejghted Sn/»l»c 



(3) acts of minor violence oceurr H ^L! S • (2) severe acts of violence, or 

If it is des^le tol^ Tntratount^if?t" '° ^''^^^^ ^^^^ i"^^^'^--. 

as the frequency of ^oW 'tw^seS of sttT H^^^ f '^"'"'^ °^ 

less cv^eSoJ^^od of tklTn; Yn^o tc™^^ " 

violence is possible with a "Severity Weighted ScVle " tk?c frequency of 

each violent act in '='orm N hv ^>^/7^^ 4 7 v multiplies the frequency of 

with colleagues cote'X £,iu^ nv^i?^''^'' °" ^^^^^ consultation 

(the minor valence ac^)^ar? J;?X^^ °' ^^^^ L. and M 

other items are: kick biT Z^h -t-' tl' 2 ^ °^ "^^S^ts for the 

scalded - 5. threaten;d'^^^T^ e';r''g^T6 °ted ^^^^^ TT' 
categories for must first be rprnHpd fr-r.r. j , or gun - 8. The response 

(Fonn R) to the appro^xW^^i^ioirs ff°"th2: TaS^orfes: tTa^ S.^Ld 2^"^ ' 

actually be worsened L^Tte sLStv w^fLw ^^"""^^^ P"^^^™ 

occur when only ^he ^tems .rp^fiahZ!?^/ ^ ? "l^^""^^ ^""^^ "^^^ ^'^^^^^ outliers than 
as with the Scuenc;^irted ^ '^f'^ frequency of occurrence. Consequently 

:ol-t\^rno~^ 

™M.1 cLgorie^.^r n^r^^^^^^ - 

betwef^l^S^an f^^^ri'^e bv%'^^^^^^^ ^^^^^ -°lence 

usually considered abte (or e' nXiS .^'^^"S a child is not 

violet if done to a snouse Sm,c ."^^ ^' ^ct is typically considered to be 

abusive, in the casHf ' vi^W. r^T^ °" " '^"^^ '^"^ ^° considered as 

i^rtaAt. This iHn contrast ^the'^^^^T'' i"<i«- " 

noted in Chapter 4) tii ^eril vioW^I^^ parent-to-child violence, where (as 

acts of min^r violence ie iTci 'd^^^- T ' "^^i^gf"! "^^sure because it L 

considered to be abuse ^"i^^^"" inde^ are rarely 

so^thlnt:? rusirih'acVrm^on\T^ ^^^^^^"^ ^ ^--^S 

the public understands that tem L Se ^11^ J i ^"''^^"S" 

assaults and probably also sever^ as'stults Vio^e''' "^^""^^^^"6 means severe 

frequency may be considered^iH^iw w Z m ^^^^ severity or less 

beating. " Consequently il thf^iTos. ^ v, !, ^ \ '^^^ ^^"^ °f ""ife- 

public^onception 5 w^^e-beaS JT. . f " "^^^^ approximates the 
?o measure tL level of liolllf'Jl ^^^^^^^^^l^"" index should be used. If one wants 

won^n Who seek rSt inT"sTL t^e" loT^^^^^^^^ ^ 

requ.. that s.h acts have occurred repeatedly, forlxll^r.' f^ o^ ^^elSef S?th\° 



Guttman ScalPQ 



ortoS^.''L'2,r„ ":L\„'tr Als"^'™""^''' 1^' " - hierarchical 

to report acB Tf vioW hiSST l"*" ""'T °f raspondants 

this reason, the violence items were selected and arranged in ord^r or 
VB6X.P.VB106.9Deceiii)er87. Page 6 
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To the extent that the items form a perfect hierarchy Guttman scale ver<!ion» 

re^fTlHrTH "^^^ "'^l''""' P^^^^ °' dichotoSz" each' item' 

i.e. . of ignoring how often each act of violence occurred. ' 



When computing the Guttaian scales for violence, the "division Doint" for ^11 ^^o^,c • 
SPSS this can be done using: COUNT 078PQR - Q78P, Q78Q, Q78R (1). 



> Sections still to be added: 
Highest of Either 



violence'iS^'x il'l'L.^'^'^'T^ "^k '° ^^^^^^ ^"-^ ^^t: when the 



Ever R;;tes And Scales 



those »ho Indicated that tte Joc^T ^^P^^fH^l -luastion Is askad only for 

rsSa?f t"thr^.arCs°x,rna"L*;triira;;tTa2^^^^^^ 

rLlL-^S.' ^:a!^rtaSn-tfa?a=r^^ SSn'to^C-' 

Scale. It is also possible to create a continuous scale, starting with 0 for nn 



Violence Typ p.g 



^.eMfSoi- -a-^^C -i„ri- i: -^d-s^t 

•-ad only rr^W, 'LTo?a itrarrirSTauS'Sf^^t ^'^f 
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used toTreft: Z^tr' l7£XiTvl ^'"''^^'^ ^^^^ -"-n^' 

three commands are to creTte ^.Tl ^^^.^^ ^^^^^^^^ R«^"^y are given below. The firsc 

the SPSS vaSabl? ^ XC12L washed' ^ ""l"^""'' ^"^^""^ "hich 

(XC15L). followed by^^?e VioSnc?ilU? aS^^^^^^ ^"»p ""''^ ^-1" 

In the case of the Par^t Violer^e Uv^^^ . Violence Level" (XC6L). 

"Severe" and "Very Severe" (s'ee°\Tfofa:. ;^^^^^^^ ^^^^^ -t:o 



IF (XC12W EQ 0) XC12L-0 

IF (XC12N GE 1 AND XC12WS EQ 0) XC12L-1 

IF (XC12WS GE 1) XC12L-2 

VARIABLE LABELS XCllL 'HUSBAND VIOLENCE LEVEL' 

IF (XC15W EQ 0) XC15L-0 

IF (XC15N GE 1 AND XC15WS EQ 0) XC15L-1 

IF (XC15WS GE 1) XC15L-2 

VARIABLE LABELS XC15L 'WIFE VIOLENCE LEVEL' 

IF (XC21W EQ 0) XC21L-0 

IF (XC21N GE 1 AND XC21WS EQ 0) XC21L-1 

IF (XC21WS GE 1) XC21L-2 

VARIABLE LABELS XC21L 'COUPLE VIOLENCE LEVEL' 
IF (XC6W EQ 0) XC6b-0 

IF - (XC6N GE 1 AND XC6WS EQ 0 AND XC6AB EQ 0) XC6I^I 
IF (XC6WS GE I AND XC6AB EQ 0) XC6L-2 

IF (XC6AB GE 1) XC6L-3 

VARIABLE LABELS XC6L 'PARENT VIOLENCE LEVEL' 

RECODE XC12L to XC6L (SYSMIS— 999) 
MISSING VALUES XC121 TO XC6L (-999) 



Couple Violence T^q^Ps. The label "Couole Violence" aoolied to ^h» rK i 
and types described up to this point is scynU^Ji^rnfTA,^^ . ^ scales, rates, 

score of zero wife a sLre^f 6 t t.' '""j' ^ ^"^^^^ ^as a 

When : 

vr]^ " Violence Scale for Husband- to -Wife violence 

XC15WR - Overall Violence Scale for Wife -to -Husband violence 



IF (XC12WR EQ 0 AND XC15WR EQ 0) CPLV-0 
IF (XC12WR EQ 0 AND XC15WR EQ 1) CPLV-1 
IF (XC12WR BQ 1 AND XC15WR EQ 0) CPLV-2 
IF (XC12WR BQ 1 AND XC15WR BQ 1) CPLV-3 
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VALUE LABELS CPLV 0 "NEITHER SPOUSE VIOLENT" 

1 "WIFE (MLY VIOLENT" 

2 "HUSBAND ONLY VIOLENT" 

3 "HUSB AND WIFE VIOLENT" 



sever^iowi r types described above do not distinguish between minor and 

n!^J ; type 3 (both violent) does not identify couples where o^ 

cW^r Tr 1T'J:°/^™^^ ^ ?^ ^"g^g- -vere assaults.^as was^ne in 

if f „; <^°l°gy "sed for the analysis in Chapter ?? was done using a variable 

called "Couple Violence 2" (CPLV2). created with the following SPSS co^^cJ.^ ^ 



IF (XC12L BQ 0 AND XC15L EQ 0) CPLV2-0 
IF (XC12L BQ 1 AND XC15L EQ 0) CPLV2-1 
IF (XC12L EQ 0 AND XC15L ^ 1) CPLV2-2 
IF (XC12L BQ 1 AND XC15L EQ 1) CPLV2-3 
IF (XC12L BQ 2 AND XC15L EQ 0^ CPLV2-4 
IF (XC12L BQ 0 AND XC15L EQ 2) CPLV2-5 
IF (XC12L BQ 2 AND XC15L EQ 1) CPLV2-6 
IF (XC12L BQ 1 AND XC15L EQ 2) CPLV2-7 
IF (XC12L BQ 2 AND XC15L EQ 2) CPLV2-8 

VARIABLE LABELS CPLV2 'COUPLE VIOLENCE TYPES 
VAUJE LABELS CPLV2 0 'NEITHER VIOLENT' 

1 'H-MINOR, W-NCNE' 

2 'H-NONE, W-MINOR' 

3 'BOTH MINOR' 

- 4 'H-SEVERE, W-NONE' 

5 'H-NONE, W-SEVERE' 

6 'H-SEVERE, W-MINOR' 

7 'H-MINOR, W-SEVERE' 

8 'BOTH SEVERE' 



Steininetz TVpes . Suzanne Steinmetz (1977) developed a typology based on a cross 
classification of the verbal and physical aggression i4xes. Xs ^nXi invest i^aSon 
of the interaction of the two conflict tactics. permics investigation 



Which Violence Measure? 

Hpc:..]S!^ ^^^rTf^^ f''^"^ "^"^"^ °^ indexing violence to the methods originally 

felZ^± and b" T t^J^ ""'"^^ °" theoretical purpose and 

readership and - because of the "robustness" of composite indexes (Straus and Kumagai 
1980) -- secondarily on statistical criteria. r^umagai, 

A Guttoan scale would be the choice only if the hierarchy of acts is central to the 
issue being investigated (as in Straus, 1980). This is because Guttman scales are in 
other respects, typically less adequate instruments than ordinary lineTaddTtii T^xes 

i rStt^^ rSl' r°^'n "°"r'' ^^-^ ^^^^ for violence iSe S^^^^ 
SLr^M?T T ^' ^''f P^^^^"^ coefficients of reproducibility, even the 

theoretical advantage of scores with a precise hierarchical Waning is only partly 

the "!SS;^?'%"^"°'' Violence scale is obviously appropriate in research which focuses on 

ShiM^W^ J ^" ^"^^'^ ^ ^^^^^^ for research on 

child abuse" or "spouse abuse." The Severity Weighted Index is the most conprehensi^ 

VB6X.P,VB106,9Deceraber87, Page 9 

43 



Rates And Typ es. Expressing intra- family violence in rhn i^ 
percentage who fall into each cvm ha<! r^J.Z V" f ^" °^ ^ rate or a 

measure in most instlJies Fi^ ^Len^!. of advantages «hich make it the preferred 
method of presentinTritistics ;nd T . """^^ "^^^y understood 

readership "is not latilticallv' oSfntt . '° ^« intended 

con,,arison wid. annS inciiS rates fro. ^ ^ ™' '""^^"^^ -11°- ^or 

behaviors (especiall^ crj^^' ntlT ^ other data sources, and with rates for other 
for a kev a^.r.^: nf . ^r.^r^r^r ..^™^'' •. ^^"-lly. Couple Violence Types allow 
whether one or both are v^oLnt -Sfe dt J"? j^^asure of violence; specifically 
couple violence types is (S^X"v , ^^/i^^^^^^^g^ of rates, and of the first of the 

fa:Sly. Howe4^eilef Lt^^^f^priSrif ^^^^^ ^"'^^ "^^^^ ^ ^^^^ 

scales to those cases in which one or mre I. T '^"^ ^^^^^^"2 tl;e violence 

example). """"^ ^""^^ °^ violence occurred (see Chapter ?? for an 



RECODING RESPONDENT- SPCUSE ITEMS 
INTO HUSBAND-WIFE FORMAT 



»ere transfor«d m into h^WAlfo itai, ilLZttui^' uZut^T 
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036A S mrS l!" ^ '° ^« respondent 

Q36A to Q36SR are the GTS items A to SR for the spouse 

the Sf-^titl 'p-'fced^Lf ^ ^'^^ since 

transform Q35Cr^Q?rintr^rl'^^^ ^^^^ ^^^^ and CTBW. to 

1. Create H and W versions of the items and initialize as 888: 

COMPUTE CTAH-888 
COMPUTE CTAW-888 

2. Use IF statements to transform each pair of variables, e.g.: 

IF (SEXR BQ 1) CTAH - Q35A 
IF (SEXR BQ 1) CTAW - Q36A 
IF (SEXR BQ 2) CTAH - Q36A 
IF (SEXR BQ 2) CTAW - Q35A 
MISSING VALUE CTAH TO CTAW (-999) 

VAR IABEI5 CTAH 'CIS ITEM A: DISCUSSED ISSUE - HUSBAND' 
/CTAH 'GTS ITEM A: DISCUSSED ISSUE - WIFE' 

Note that -999 is the missing value code for ALL variables in this example. 

NORMS 

artiron"rc&^^^ri/j,7?/i„^:::eti*5r; ^ ^ -'^-^ 
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New Nomatlvfe Samp le 



in 1985 itSr Z l^7.T. ^' T?' "T" P"^^"^^'! below are based on a sainple interviewed 
in 1985 rather than 1975-76. Up to date norms are iinportant because of the changes Sich 
are occurring in the incidence of child abuse and wiS-beating (sSau^ aS G^S i^gf 

S es a;^d'ti,et975' ^'^^'"^ "^'^^ -"S^^ P-nt 



Improved Method Of Presentation 



ERIC 



becauS it .^MnpTT . the violence index was not as useful as it could be 

because it confined in a single percentile distribution whether violence occurred at all 
and how often it occurred. The problem with that method of norming the scalesTs thlt Se 
distribution is so highly skewed that variation within the violeS ^oup is obsct^^d 

2d r"'-"' i^-Pl--^ by two tables: one giving the viTnce rate p" i' oSS 

and the other giving percentiles for frequency of occurrence. 

(for '^ZZll^^T ^ "^^^ ^^^^ ^ particular study population 

itlJ^ ' ^^'"'f^f community or occupational group) with the national rate It ?s 
therefore primarily useful for epidemiological or sociological r«earch.*2 

eithef viSf^;f°Ji,'^' ""^cf P^^i^^W useful with a clinical sample of 

?™ • offenders. Since, by definition, all have experienced violence the 

issue IS how does the amount of violence experienced by a given person or cUnical 'ero^n 
compare with the national norms for violent (but mostly lot in-trea'tment" couples? ^ ' 

New Vio lence Indexes and Typolog ies 

of intia fS"'^ "^^'T i^^t:ance of differentiating various aspects 

of intra-family violence has become more apparent. Consequently, rather than presenting 

sSraTe"" "^^^^ P^^=^ ^ how%'^;uch tci<Sn"s'o cS^ 

oXlt f rented for "Minor Violence" (pushed, grabbed, shoved, thre^ 

Ob e t bSL'd " ^P-f "S-ere Violence" (kicked, fit. p^ched. hit with 

oDject. beat up. burned or scaled in parent-to-child version], chocked fin snouse 

(i.e.. whedier any acts of violence occurred, regardless of severity Finallv for 
^rent-to-chi d violence, there are norms for "Very Lere Violence." 2^is is "e i'asSe 
which comes closest to measurUig clinical child abuse (see Gelles and Straus. 1986). 

H,e tiLwJf°H these normative tables, the percentage distributions given for each of 
noLTr^h o~ t^s!"^ °" - ^« 

Gender and Age-Specific Norms 

not fin"f ?^orr!nl" ^^^^y Survey did 

^r-y. v "gender of respondent" differences in the reporting of violence by 

either partner (Straus. Gelles and Steinnetz. 1980: Appendix). In the 1985 survey this 
slIStSlv^'M^ "minor violence." However, for "severe violence" wLen reposed 

substantially higher rates of husband-to-wife assault than did mle respondents 
^nsequently. this section includes separate norms for the GTS as reported by ^it^d 
female respondents. Norms based on the total sample are also because, for on Jls^of Se 
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CIS scales there is little difference in the scores as r«nn,-^«^ k„ ^ 

Age-Specific Norms For Partintr-Tn^r hnn ViolenrP htir^r.-r . - i u 

~ l?K= " ^^^^^^^^^^ 

ie'reia J ■ -^--^ *lch was not toj^ 

Age Specific M nrms For Spouse Violencp 



ENDNOTES 



ass^at. also eneaga. 1„ „Lr "oU^o 1° ?d?itr'"iaS"^ TXT *° 

reason for laantlf^i^ *„sa fow people *o serious"f/2"alat*^^\ S ^^TlapTIC' 

*e 4oirrjrr^?. ^«r»i:s;:rSi2en%Zir-r.Tr 

(NCS), which has become the de_facto standard for survey research nn ^v,» ^riine survey 

and victimization, and the i^^i^HT-rates of cMld 'I^T c^es r^^^^^^^^ 

services in the United States, both use rate per tlTulL^'^ lZ^nT^t sZXl 
abuse, and with NCS rates for assault and other crime. Another alternative is th*> TTnJfnr™ 

apXr^ate'linT'"' °' '^'^^ ^ Per h^reTthL^dt 

rSs are nrL n^ T 'T'^ '"^^"^ ^" thousands, not hundred thousand. (2) 

s^cLw to t customary in demography, criminology, and medicSi 

^^^^Q«f / u "^^^^ "^^^ ^° ^ presented in integers. For example 

SLr tlTTmm f'"'" Vital Statistics as 184 per'lOO.OOO po^S^ oA 

ra^^er than 0.00184 per capita or 0.184% because most people find it easier t^ 

J oTS P^.^f ^^^'i^^hen presented as 184 versus 12 per 100.000. than as 0.184% versus 

^r t^ousl^d- ^t ?"^r ^ ^^^"^ ^^^" g -- I" ^« -ntext of this paper, uslng^ 
per thousand instead of "x percent" avoids confusion with "x percent ctL^e" or 
awkwardness in spelling out the latter as "x percent change in the pe 'ent violent." 
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Table^2. Alpha Reliability Coefficients forjh e^Cor^ Tactics Scales 

Perpetrator 

Study 



Perpetrator 

Relationship ing Aggr. Iggr. 



Barling & Rosenbaum, 1986 

Mitchell & Hodon, 1983* 
(sample of battered women) 

Schumra et al. 1982 



Straus. 1979 



Straus, 1987 



Winkler & Doherty, 1983 



Husband- to -Wife . 50 



Husband- to -Wife 



Rural 

Husband/Father^* 
Wife/Mother 

Urban 

Husband/Father 
Wife/Mother 

Child-to-Child 

Parent-to-Child 

Child-to-Parent 

Husband- to -Wife 
Wife -to -Husband 
Couple 

Parent-to-Child 
Husband-to-Wife 
Wife -to -Husband 
Couple 

Couple 



Indicates that a reliability coefficient'vils'not'reported" 



.62 



.88 



.69 



- - 


.80 


.96 




78 


Q'i 




.76 


.95 




.85 


.95 


.56 


.79 


.82 


.69 


. 77 


.62 


.64 


.77 


.78 


.50 


.80 


.83 


.51 


.79 


.82 


.76 


.88 


.88 


.59 


.62 


.42 


.42 


.77 


.86 


.43 


.76 


.79 


.48 


.83 


.82 


.61 


.81 


.83 



is a measure of h,^!Sk v?oW oL" r clrc™.ta.ces . .ha CIS 

highly skewed distribution (1 a the fact thaf , non-cUnical samples the 

the violence Index pn^atUy^^eafu^e^o-^h^^trvU ire'^L^-ed-attll^"' "''^^ 

icic 

the":M:''"„p!:t:dTh: UsfL^z'z z -"^ °^ 

»Ife/Hother data, lee SchuT eHl ZtJote 2 """""^ '"^ 
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Table 3. Correlation of Spouse Report CTS Scores with 



Student Report CTS Score; 



Conflict Tarr.ics Scalp 



Correlation (r) for: 
Husbands wi^gg 
(N-57^ 



Reasoning 

Verbal Aggression 

Violence 



.19 
.51 



-.12 
.43 

.33 



r 



Table 4. Percentage of Respondents Reporting One o 



r More Acts of Physical Violence 



Source of Data 



% Violent in T ast Year 
Husbaiids Wives 



Spouses* 

Students* 

Students** 



9.1 

16.7 
11.3 



17.9 
9.5 
11.4 



*From Bulcroft and Straus, 1975 (Husband N 
**From Straus, 1974a (N - 385). 



- 57, Wife N - 60) 
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Table Nl. .n.ual Inclde..c. Rates For Assaults Against Spouses and Children 



Type of Intra-Family Violence^'- 



Rate Per 1,000 Couples or 
Childr en As Rpported by 
Total Husbands Wives 



A, VIOLENCE BETURI^M H- JSBAND ANn UTPF 



CFVPDP 1 -—-"t, jrj. ,,ai.ap, pusn, etc) 

SEVERE assaults (kick, punch, stab, etc) 
ANl assaults during the year 

MINOR assaults by the HUSBAND 

SEVERE assaults by the HUSBAND ("wife beating") 
ANY assaults by the HUSBAND 

MINOR assaults by the WIFE 
SEVERE assaults by the WIFE 
ANY assaults by the WIFE 



150 


144 


154 


63 


53 


71 


161 


156 


165 


109 


105 


112 


34 


14 


50 


116 


108 


123 


116 


114 


118 


48 


50 


46 


124 


125 


124 



ERIC 



VIOLENCK RV PAPC^vjP^ 

Tota; 



ANY assaults against 0-2 year olds 
ANY assaults against 3-6 year olds 
ANY assaults against 7-10 year olds 
ANY assaults against 11-14 year olds 
ANY assaults against 15-17 year olds 

SEVERE assaults against 0-2 year olds 
SEVERE assaults against 3-6 year olds 

7-10 year olds 
assaults against 11-14 year olds 
SEVERE assaults against 15-17. year olds 

VERY SEVERE assaults against 0-2 year olds 
VERY SEVERE assaults against 3-6 year olds 

VERY SEVERE assaults against 15-17 year olds 



575 
894 
777 
539 
287 

79 
143 
143 
107 

70 

22 

26 
24 
25 
21 



F athers Mothers 



Footnotes for Table Nl 

.aS^^aMtrg ^pte: rnferitlLT\T8r "^^^^^^^ °^ ^'7^ 
differ fro. those in'strau's and GeUes 1986) because^e' r^t'esTn' th ^ ^ 
computed in a way which enabled the 1985 r^^^^ll k . P^^" 

restricted sample and more restri^ln \ f I ^® compared with the more 
in the 1975 st^dy "stricted version of the Conflict Tactics Scale 



used 



as fn'and' unde" Note'^^^f the 1965 s™ple of 3,232 households with a chil 
an^d Oelir "^^l^ f^the^e\^:n^".ltn™ln'Vorote" I. ""^ 
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Table N2. Annual Incidence Rates For Assaults Against Siblings 




Rate Per 1,000 Children 
As Reported hv: 



Total Fathers Mothers 



A. VlOimr.f. Ar:ATKi< ;T SIRT.T| Jr:<; 

ANY assaults on sibling by child 3-6 82-^ 

ANY assaults on sibling by child 7-10 829 

ANY assaults on sibling by child 11-14 7^1 

ANY assaults on sibling by child 15-17 557 

cfS ^■"""^'^^ °" sibling by child 3-7 •^92 

SFuSp °" "'^ling by child 7-10 553 

?S °" "bling by child 11-U 442 

SEVERE assaults on sibling by child 15-17 309 



Assaults AnATW<; T PARENTS 

ANY assaults on parent by child 3-6 2'^'7 

ANY assaults on parent by child 7-10 1 Qfi 
ANY assaults on parent by child 11 14 90 
ANY assaults on parent by ch.-.ld 15-19 90 

llll^l assaults on parent by child 3-6 213 

SEVERE °" P""^"' ""^^^^ 66 

^FVPPr °" P^"n<= by child 11-14 28 

bbVERE assaults on parent by child J 5-17 35 

* The rates in this table are bas-^d -n .-*h<^ "i OTr^c V'J" 
by children was not collected in t'he ^985 su^ey ' '''' 



ence 
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mi. N3. ttoentlle bb»^Besed to tespjn^ of Hjsbards, Ibclocal Faidly Wol 



ence Resurvey Saqple, 1985 



VB SV* AV* Cencile 



1 

5 

10 

15 

20 

25 

30 

35 

40 

45 

50 

55 

60 

65 

70 

75 

80 

85 

90 

95 

99 



I 

2 

:/ 

3 
4 

5 
6 
6 
8 
9 
12 

16 50 
45 75 



2 
3 
4 
6 
7 
8 



4 
5 
6 
8 
9 



10 12 
16 18 
26 
83 





1 


1 


1 






2 




2 




2 


3 


3 


3 






6 




4 


9 


4 


6 


22 


7 


8 


25 


9 


16 




25 



1 

5 

10 
15 
20 







1 


25 


1 


1 




30 








35 








40 








45 






2 


50 


2 


2 


3 


55 


3 


3 




€0 




4 


4 


65 


4 


5 


5 


70 


5 


6 


6 


75 


6 


8 


8 


80 


8 


10 


10 


85 


9 


16 


16 


90 


12 


29 


24 


95 











Ihe norms for the three violence indexes 
See text. 
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r^u ^. ^ ^^^^ ^ ^^^^ ^ 



1 

5 

10 
15 

20 1 
25 
30 
35 
AO 
45 
50 
55 
60 
65 
70 
75 
80 
85 
90 
95 
99 



2 

3 3 
2 

4 3 4 

5 6 

6 4 7 
8 8 8 
8 10 11 
10 12 14 
18 17 22 
34 33 45 
79 80 120 



C. RAW SOCRES AS REPCKTED BY WIVES 



1 
5 
10 

1 1 15 

1 1 20 

^ 25 







2 


2 






3 


2 


3 




3 






4 


4 


4 


5 


5 


6 


8 


7 


7 


12 


9 


9 


14 


16 


24 


22 


35 


43 


80 


88 







1 


30 


1 






35 




1 




40 








45 








50 


2 




2 


55 


3 




3 


60 




2 




65 


4 


3 


4 


70 


5 




6 


75 


6 


4 


7 


80 


8 


6 


9 


85 


9 


8 


12 


90 


15 


23 


20 


95 


48 


47 


71 


99 



« for ca^s SnSl. leas. or. tS^SS*. S^'sJ^!?."" ^loW 1^ 



ERIC 



5;^ 

VB6.1B.220ctober87, Page 8 



Appendix 1: TllE CONFLICT TACTICS SCALES, COUPLE FORM »1 



ASK IN SEQUENCE Q35s Q36a AND <IF NEVER ON BOTH Q35a AHD Q36«) ASK 037a TH£M mSK nynn 
AND (IF NEVER ON BOTH Q35b AVD Q36b) ASK Q37B. ETC. ^ ^ 

?h^«rLr'"" "'^^ * "v"""^' 8« along. Cher, ace Ciaes „h.n ch«y disagree, get annoyed with 

ochL""""' "t^"" " "S*'" in » bad mood or cTred or for 

soDe other reason. They also us. many different way. of trying to settle their differences 

i ^'e^nt'l" T/ur 51" (.pouse/paTtner) might do vhe /you have 

argument. I „ould like you to tell me how many times (Once. TwlC6. 3-5 tiaes. 6-10 times 11-20 
times, or more than 20 times) in the past 12 oonths you (READ ITEM) 

Q36. Thinking back over the last 12 months you've been together, was there ever an occasion t,h« 
(Y9Vr gPWIT'T/Pflr'-n'T) (Read item)? Tell me how often (he/ihe).!. occasion when 

2""lt'Li7a?pene^''" °" ""^ ^ ™« ™AT ITEM) 



035. Resnondei^y Q36. Spous«i 

In Fflgt Yfflr in Past v^nr 

1 - Once 1 - Once 

V ^^^Ti 037 .For ir^r.^ T?flrkft1 

7 . ^ " "Mmr- on both 

5 - 11-20 Times 5 - 11-20 Times Lt Ever happened? 

6 - More Chan 20 6 - More than 20 1 - Yes 

0 ~ Never (don't read) 0 - Never (don't read) 0 - Ho 

A. Dlscuss<»d an issue calmly 1234560 l' 2 rTr's'o "I'o' 

B. Got information to back 
up your/his/her side of 

^^'^"S* 1234560 1234560 10 

C. Brought in, or tried to 
bring in, someone to help 

settle things 1234560 1234560 10 

D. Insulted or swore at 

him/her/you 12 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 i o 

E. Sulked or refused to talk 

about an Issu 1234560 1234560 IQ 

F. Stomped out of the room or 

house or yard 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 o 

°- "^'i'"* 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 Q 

H. Did or said something to 

spice him/her/you 1234560 1234560 10 

I. Threatened to hit or throw 

soosething at hlra/her/you. .1234560 1234560 10 

J. Threw or smashed or hit or 

kicked something 1234560 1234560 10 

K. Threw something ^ hl^ 

/^"/y°^ 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 0 

L. Pushed, Grabbed, or shoved 

hia/her/you 1 23 45 60 1 23 45 60 10 

M. Slapped him/her/you 1234560 1234560 10 

N. Kicked, bit, or hit him/her 

/you with a fist 1234560 1234560 10 

0. Hit or tried to hit him/her 

/you with something 1234560 1234560 10 

P, Beat him/hor/you up 1234560 1234560 10 

Q. Choked hia/her/you 1234560 1234560 10 

R. ThreaCongd him/her/you with 

* knife or gun 1234560 1234560 10 

S. Used a knife or fired a 

8"" 1234560 1234.60 10 

<ri,.H.S' '^'^ ^""^^^'^ numbers are from the 1985 National Family Violence Resurvay interview 
schedule as given in the appendix to Celle, and Strtas. 1988. The GTS is nac copyrighted. 
Anyone may therefore use or modify it without permission. However, if you «e thKg of 
using Che instrument, write for papers which might apply to your proposed use. iraSdit^on 

rniir>" ^ H /P^T^;'" •'^y "P°"^ "^"8 the CTS .0 that the blbi *^graphy can be 

updated for the benefit of other scholars. grapny can be 



